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genuous concession that upon his own theory and 
in = own subsequent language, “ that election is 
void.” . 

There are still Other points of difference in the 
two cases, prominent among which will be noticed 
the inability of the sitting member to get Into our 
record any such testimony as was dwelt upon in 
the previous records in regard either to the char- 
acter of my witnesses or my supporters. No rais- 
ing of secession flags, no tearing down of the na- 
tional banner, no holding back at any time from 
duty in the loyal militia, but the exact reverse, 
if necessary, will be demonstrated in respect to 
my outlawed “ sympathizers”’ as we - along. 
Invoking, therefore, a continuance of the cour- 
teous attention with which I have been thus far 
honored, I will proceed to so address myself to 
the record in this case that unless it be the under- 
standing and determination of the dominant party 
that such and similar outrages upon the freedom 
of discussion and the ballot shall be systematic- 
ally excused or encouraged, such action may, at 
least, be proposed as to elicit the official facts in 
the case, should my own recital of them be in any 
sense impugned in the reply of the sitting mem- 
ber. This, I take leave to add, will be Fert en- 
tirely to gentlemen of the dominant party ; to those, 
if any, who may feel that there is a distinction 
in the cases; since with them alone exists the 
power to redress the wrongs which I will proceed 
to make manifest. If they propose no further 
or additional consideration of the cate my more 
immediate friends and myself must fain be con- 
tent to carry our appeal to the country as best we 
may. Itis but added, therefore, in this connec- 
tion that if I shall be able to demonstrate from the 
record that upon every principle of past.adjudi- 
cations this case enforces and demands a different 
judgment to that which the majority*have ren- 
dered in the previous case from my State,I shall 
fain vg) upon gentlemen of that haajority to so 
shape the final issue as to elicit a direct vote upon 
the merits of the controversy which has so long 
detained me here... F 

I have prepared for #&s purpose what has 
seemed to my friends upon this side of the House 
an appropriate resolution; but as they concur 
with me, not merely that the result of the con- 
troversy depends upon the distinctions to which 
I have adverted, but that courtesy as well as jus- 
tice demands that such a resolution, if presented 
at all, should proceed from such gentlemen upon 
the opposite side of the House as I may be able 
successfully to impress with those distinctions, I 
will simply read it for information or reflection, 
and proceed without further preliminary to the 
record of the case: 

Resolved, That the election under which Austin A. King 
occupies a seat in this House asa Représentative from the 
sixth congressiona! district of Missouri was not “ free and 
equal,” in the sense ordained by the constitution of that 
State, and that the said seat is hereby declared vacant. 

Without in any sense di-trusting the ultimate 
action of the House upon such a resolution, itis 
deemed sufficient to premise that the constitu- 
tonal guarantee therein alluded to was not only 
successfully held up in my State as a counter- 
poise and an answer to all the specious arguments 
in favor of the rebellion then and yet pending, 
but I may add, without immodesty, as a citizen 
whose residence and associations for the last six 
and thirty years entitle him somewhat to speak 

‘ ps ee of its staid and considerate men, 
that you have it more in your power to strengthen 
the true Union nontisiails of the State by giving 
practical and publit effect to that guarantee, in & 
case like the present, which admits of no dis- 


pute, than. you could do by either penalties or’ 


arms. ie ; 
Coming, therefore, without further preliminary 


_ to the consideration of the record in the case, 


from which it will be seen that every exception 


which was taken to the previous one iseither met’ 


or avoided in the presént one, it is of course con- 

ceded that the great practical issueds, whether 

the “* judicial and military terrorism,’ which is 

cha by the contestant, was pf a character 
portion 


which so overawed a p “of th@ qualified 
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voters of the district as to have brought about 
the return of the sitting member in contravention 
of that guarantee. Unless, therefore, the testi- 
mony in the case shall bring it fairly within the 
exception recited by the gentleman from Michi- 
igan, [Mr. Upson,] when reading from the rullage 
of the committee in the case of Wing and Bid- 
dle—unless, in the language of that report, ‘* cor- 
ruption shall appear sufficient to destroy all con- 
fidence in the purity and fairness of the whole 
proceeding’’—I ‘shall of course submit to a ver- 
dict against me of having raised here a “ false 
clamor,”’ instead of having presented a true in- 
dictment a pe the sitting member, 

As already stated, it appears from the deposi- 
tion of the secretary of State, at page 5 of the 
printed testimony:now upon your tables, that the 
ageregate vote of the district at the presidential 
election in 1860 was 20,760, while the aggregate 
vote for Congress in 1862 (the election here in 
controversy) was but 9,370. Of this minority 
vote of the district, the sitting member received 
4,243, the contestant 2,857, and two other candi- 
dates the remainder. It further appears from the 
testimony that the sitting member became acan- 
didate for Congress shortly after he had received 
the appointments of circuit judge and aid-de-camp 
to the commander-in-chief of the State militia; 
and that he gave out his purpose to hold on to 
his judicial station, as he did to his military po- 
sition, until the regular recurrence of the judicial 
election, which was a year after the congressional 


election, The testimony of the colonel df his own 


county regiment is to the effect, in this connection, 
that in consequence of the positions he thus held 
in the judicial and military departments of the 


State government, his opinjons were ‘‘ but natu- 


rallylistened towithconsideration and deference in 
respect to the military operations of the times’’— 
** that all the principal orders which were issued 
from his headquarters, in respect to subsistence, 


assessments, impressments, enroliments,’’ &c., 


had, at least, his ready and entire concurrence— 


and the record will be seén to be such through- 


out as to identify him inextricably with the over- 


awings of the State military authorities, in this 


and other portions of the district. 
When to this it is added, as will presently be 


seen, that the colonel already alluded to has felt 
constrained to acknowledge, in response to the 
direct interrogation of the contestant, (page 8,) 


that the whole course of the public speaking and 
less public conversations of this candidate, aid- 
de-camp, and judge was apparently calculated and 
designed to overawe that class of voters who had 
been enrolled under military order No. 24, and 
constrain them to either change their votes against 
their free will or to abstain from voting at all, 


and when it will be seen by those whose patience 


and attention I may be able to retain that sueh 


‘testimony abounds throughout the record in re- 


spect to that and other counties of the district, the 
inquiry which will doubtless suggest itself to 
every ingenuous juror in this case will be, whether 
there was anything in the fact of such a military 
enrollment which could be legitimately held to 
interiere with the voting prerogative of the citi- 
zens. So,much of that order, therefore, as is 
deemed pertinent to this inquiry is here repro- 
duced, as follows: 


{General Orders, No. 24.] 


Heapquarrenrs Missovr: Strate Miuiria 
ue Sr. Louis, 4ugust 4, 1362. 
General Orders No. 23, from these headquarters, dated 
Joly 38, 1862, is hereby revoked. 
on ce echt pee ot es subject to aorek sede 
i into companies, regiments, an igades, 
as echenst in General inetaens No. 19, from these headquar- 
July 22, 1862. 
disloyal men, and those who have at any time sym- 
pathized with the rebellion, are required to report at the 
nearest military post, or other enrolling station, be enrolled, 
surrender their arms, and return to their homes or other 
ordinary places of business, where they will be permitted 
to remain so long as they shall continue quietly attending 
to their ordinary and legitimate business, and in no way 
give aid or comfort to tle enemy. Disloyal persons, or 
sympathizers with the rebellion, will not ew re 
companies, nor required nor permitted to uty in 
Missouri militia. 


ee peer 
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It will be seen by reference to the wenrar ie 
page 32 that the’practical effect of this and subse- 
quent orders was that the men thus earolled in 
the military service were to be mounted, armed, 
and subsisted (where necessary) by those who 
were t6 be enrolled on what came to be devomi- 
nated ** the sympathizing list’’—a meve military 
arrangement, which it is not further the province 
of the House to here consider than as it may be 
shown from the testimony that the sitting mem- 
her took advantage of—to goveully misimpreas 
and overawe that class of the people in respect to 
their right to vote. The point, therefore, to be 
kept mainly in mind is, that the absolute duty of 
enrollment under this general military order was 

explicit and imperative—so unequivocally so, not 
only aécording to the terms of the order itself, 
but by the official testimony, as to leave neither 
the enrolling officer mor the people any discre- 
tion whatever in regard to those who had at any 

time sympathized with the rebeHion, however 

then ** protesting {as they have since abundantly 

roven) their loyalty to the Government of the 
nited States.’”” Upon this cardinal point the 

testimony of one of the enrolling officers, which 

I will read from page 19, is as follows: 

“T have resided in the town of Plattsburg, Clinton coun- 
ty, Missouri, for about eighteen years last past, and am a 
judge of the county court of said county. I[ have been 
provost marsim! of said county sinee the 12th day of Au 

ust, 1862, and yet am. In connection with that offiee, I 

ad the duty assigned me by Lieutenant Colonel Swear- 
ingen of enrolling the citizens of said county on what was 
called the “loyal and disloyal fists.’ -Oy the loyal list it 
was my duty to enroll for military pur 8 all persone be~ 
tween eighteen and forty-ftve years of age, (being male eit- 
izens,) and on the pe called) disloyal list i¢ was my duty 
to enroll all male citizens, of whatsoever age, who tad at 
any time sympathized with the southern rebellion. T had 
no diseretion in the matter, nor had the people.” 

I respectfully desire that this sentence be borne 
in mind, should the contestant here (as in the 
committee-room) attempt todraw a distinction be- 
tween voluntary and involuntary enrolimentstp- 
on this sympathizing list. Having fully analyzed 
his testimony in that respect, I shall be ready (if 
necessary,in replying to him) to demonstrate that 
if he did upon some occasions attempt such a dis- 
tinction, as it may be argued from his testimony 
that he did, the distinction could only have been 
conceived and presented in aid of the same judi- 
cial fraud and overreaching which constitutes the 
principal issue between us. I respectfully sug- 
gest, moreover, that if he will have the fairness to 
read all that his witnesses say, (as 1 shall read all 
that mine say,) it will be seen that not one of them 
was present during all of either of the speeches 
to which my witnesses testify,and that hence there 
is no discrepancy in the testimony. To this] but 
add, in this connection, that in the testimony 
which I shall read in conclusion, as to the ja 
cial construction which he put upon the right of 
these same sympathizers to take the oath and vote 
in the judicial election, the sitting member will be 
made a witness against himself in respect to his 
judicial mistéachings (and consequent overaw- 
ings) in the congressional election. 

_ in respect to the enrollment, the witness con- 
tinues as follows: 

* The enroliment for the county was made, therefore, as 
directed in General Schofieid’s Order No. 24, and the ex- 
pierce circular of Brigadier General Hall; dated Septem- 

er 26, . The said disloyal enrollment was not com- 

leted before the election which was held on the 4th of 

ovember last, nor have [ yet completed it. ‘The number 
enrolled up to the time of election was about four hundred. 
During the period of said enroliment Brigadier General 
Hall was commandant of the military district in which this 
county was situatedZand hence I acted upon his orders in 
connection with those of General Schofield.” 

With regard to the speeches of the sitting mem- 
ber, of which [ will presently produce a perfect 
cloud of testimony, this witness deposes as fo!- 
lows: 

“f heard a portion of the speech which was made by 
Austin A. King in the court-house in the town of Platts- 
burg, Clinton county, Missouri,on the 13th day of October, 
1868: He was very distinet in his expressions, and in cou- 
veying the impression that if any man who was enrolled on 
the disloyal jist—so he phras€d it—presuimed to vote in the 
election then approaching, and did so, he would perjure 
himself, and be indicted by the grand jary. He brougtt this 
over several times, varying the phraseology, but still hold- 
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ing out the menace or fear of indictment tothose who were 
enrolled disloyal and auempted tovote. After the making 
of this speech I was couversed wit! by several persons, at 


Soe oanrennall apenas 





different times, as to the right of sympathizers to vote. A | 


number agreed with Governor King, and one of the militia, 
belonging to a company stationed at Hainesville, was very 
earnest in his deciaration that King had stated the lawcor 
rectly, and that such sympathizers ought not to be allowed 
to vote, and would not be allowed to vote. 


eympathies were regarded as being with the South was en 
tered on the so-called disloyal list, although protesting his 
loyalty to the Government of the United States.” 

In other words, the enrolling officers followed 
out the imperative direction of the Order No. 24, 
and would not permit those who had at any time 
sympathized with the rebellion to serve in the 
State militia, although protesting that they were 
then loyal to the Government of the United States. 
Yes, sir; then loyal—then willing and anxious 


to be enrolled on the fighting list, instead of the | 
subsistence list—even then willing to take the | 
soldier’s oath of loyalty ,as well as subsequently, | 


at the election, to take the voter’s oath of loyalty, 
but overawed to feel that the only way to avoid 
the menaced indictments of their judge was not 
to vote against that judge for Congress. 

While upon this point L will come presently to 
even stronger depositions than the one | have just 
recited—showing at once the judicial overreach- 
ing and the judicial insincerity by which the sit- 
ting member dishonoringly terrorized himself into 
the seat he has so long contrived to occupy among 
you. I will forthe present resume my classifica- 
tion by counties, to the end that each member of 
the House can decide for himself, county by 
county ,as I pass along, upon the validity of such 
an election as the one here in controversy. 

Going back, therefore, to the county of the sit- 
ting member, it will be seen from the deposition, 
at page 17, that in a public speech which he de- 
livered at Russelville, shortly before the election, 
he stood forth in the judicial and military panopl 
with which he was invested to exasperate the Soh 
diery to the outlawry of his competitor for Con- 
gress, whom he denounced as being ‘‘ as grand a 
traitor as Jeff. Davis ever was,’’ and ‘ declared, 
in continuation, that any man who voted for him 
ought to be placed upon the disloyal list!”” The 
witness thus continues: 

“At that point of his speech, Lieutenant (or Adjutant) 
Hemry, who was upon the stand with him, in full uniform, 
and who was also recognized as an assisting enrolling offi- 


ecr, rose from his seat, waved his hat above his head and 
proclaimed aloud, * Yes, Governor, and I will place or see 


to it that every man is placed upon the disloyal list who" 


docs vote for him,’ or words to that effeet. I lett the 
speaking shortly after this, and, from conversations with 
and among the people directly afterwards, became satisfied 
that such a epeech from the judge of the court, accompa- 
nied by such a threat froma high military officer, would 
operate very much to the disadvantage of Birch in the 
election, and it did so. Some whol knew had intended 
to vote for Birch, before listening to the speech and the 
menace, changed their purpose and finally voted for ae 
or Samuel, under the fear with which they acknowledge 
that the speech of the judge and the threat of the adjutant 
had lugpired them, with respect to their personal satety 
and that of their property if they voted for Birch, whilst 
others, as I understood and believe, did not vote at all. 
Having been at the election inmy township, (which is one 
of the heaviest in the county,) and mingled as usual in 
conversation with my acquaintances, [ have no hesitation 
in expressing the opinion that Birch would have gotten at 
least twice as many votes as be did if it had not that 
the peopie were intimidated and overawed by the speeches 
of the judge and the threats of the military, who were un- 
derstood to be his partisans; and [ concur in the opinion 
i have heard repeatedly expressed by"well-informed citi- 
zens in different parts of the county, that if the election 
had been an untrammeled or a free one Birch would have 
earried the county.” 


Throwing out in this connection (as I have al- 


ready intimated) the consideration of another de- | 


osition concurring with the foreguing, itappears 
om still another deposition, (at page 40,) that 
in this county, as in others, its military organi- 
zation and police was in the hands of the parti- 
sans of the sitting member; and it is expressly 
testified to by the colonel of his hume regiment that 
‘it was understood and expected that such and 
similar means (as those above recited) would 
avail to bring about such an ultimate influence, 
by intimidation, as to prevent Birch from carry- 
ing’ the county.’? Observe, gentlemen, | am 
quoting the reluctant admissions of a witness who 
had been the neighbor, the friend, and the, parti- 
san supporter of the sitting member; and I re- 
spectfully demand of you, upon an oaths and 
your honor, as judges and as Representatives, 
whethera certificate of election thus conspired for 
and thus ignobly won shall longer entitle ite 


In the enroll- | 
ment of the county, as a general rule, every man whose | 


eer. 





possessor to claim among you the immunities of 
an equal ora peer? Am I] replied to that this is 
but a single county, and that the majority of 498 
which he there obtained by means so lawless and 
dishonoring should alone be deducted from the 


poll of the sitting member? I answer, not merely | 


that the same will presently be proven in respect 
to other counties, but that by reference to the tes- 
timony of the’same regimental commander it will 
appear that a similar reliance upon the workings 
and effect of military intimidation was enter- 
tained in respect to the district at large, and that 
the sitting member received as many votes as he 
had at any time calculated upon, and more than 
it had been thought would suffice to elect him! 
That I may avoid all risk of injustice in respect 
to a point so delicate and conclusive, the testi- 
mony of the witness in this regard will be here 
recited at length, from page 8, as follows: 


‘<1 was colonel of the enrolled Missouri militia of Ray 
county during the canvass for Congress in the year 1862. 
Judge Austin A. King was aid-de-camp to the Governor 
and an assistant inspector general, and as such, in connec- 
tion with bis position as a lawyer anda judge, was but 
naturally listened to with consideration and deference in 
respect to the military eperations of the times. My recol- 
lection is that all the principal orders that were issued from 
my headquarters, in respect to subsistence, assessments, 
enroliments, &c., had at Jeast his ready and entire concur- 
rence ; and being here expressly interrogated as to whether 
his whole course of publie speaking, and his less public 
suggestions and conversations, in respect to the right of 
voting in my county, was not apparently designed and cal- 
culated to overawe that class of voters who had been en- 
rolled, under Order No, 24, on what was called the sympa- 
thizing or disioyal list, and either constrain them to ulti- 
mately change their votes against their free will or to abstain 
from voting at all, a regard for truth admits of no other re- 
ply than that it was. I heard Lieutenant Hemry, wlio was 
employed as an assistant enrolling officer, and who was 
known and recognized as a supporter of Governor King, 
(as I then was,) declare openly and repeatedly that any 
man who voted for Birch ought to be enrolled on the dis- 
loyal list, and otherwise dealt with asa disluyalist; and it 
cannot be denied that it Was understood and expected that 
such and similar means would avail to bring about such an 
ultimate’influence over the people, as, by intimidation, to 
prevent Birch from carrying the county, which his friends 
at one time expected he would do. 

* A similar reliance was also entertained in regard to the 
district at large. From expressions I heard from Governor 
King, from time to time during the canvass, and particu- 
larly from a remark which be made when the returns were 


received, (in which he claimed that all the loyal men of 


the district vuted for him,) 1 am confident he received as 
many votes as he had at any time calculated upon, and even 
more than it had been thuuglit would suffice to elect him. 
it isdeemed but just to myself, and to both the parties 


herein concerned, to add that from the political course of 


the Governor since the election, I am as much opposed to 
him now as [ was once in favor of him; and that such, 
within = ¢ own knowledge, is the feeling of a large pro- 
pottion of those who most prominently and earnestly sup- 
ported him in the can uss of 1862, and whom he then af- 
tected to regard as the only true Union men of the district. 
{ need scarcely disclaim the exercise of any undue tavor- 
itism (as J then looked at it) in the election referred to, or 
withhold the opinion that it was the apprehension of mil- 
itary punishment instead of any real danger, which had the 
effect of overawing such portion of the supporters of Judge 
Birch as ultimately gave way before it.” 


So much for the county of Ray, the home of 


the sitting member, to which | have given prece- 
dencé in the arrangement and classification of my 
testimony simply because it was his home, and 
as such would be but naturally looked to as de- 
noting the plan of the campaign, and furnishing 
‘the key-note”’ upon which his partisans were 
to act throughout the district. 

Passing next to the county of Carroll, over 
which he also continued to preside as judge, and 
where the opinion is likewise intelligently ex- 
pressed in the testimony that a majority of the 
electors Were in favor of the contestant for Con- 
gress, as they had been at the previous election 
between the same candidates for the c@nvention, 
the testimony will at once dishonoringly and 
Vitiatingly disclose ‘why it was that the contestant 
received but seven votes for the seat here in con- 


test, leaving to the sitting member a ee of 
ed! 


625 of those which were permitted to be pol 

It will be seen upon page 11 that when | was 
about half through the speech | was addressing 
to the electors assembled in tie court-house, | was 
peremptorily forbidden to proceed further in it by 
the military commandant of the pest, who was a 
partisan supporter of the sitting member, and b 
whom I was also forbidden to even attempt to fil 
my three remaining appointments in other por- 
tions of that county. (Submitting parentheti- 
cally to the representative honor and manhood 1 
am privileged to address, whether there is even 
ene of you who would consent to the absolute 
ignominy of occupying a seat here upon a certifi- 
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cate which had been won in overawing repression 
of the elective good will of his people in conspir- 
ingly preventing his competitor from assigning 
before them the reasons why he would support or 
oppose particular public measures just as you all 
do here, the additional outrages under consider- 
ation will be resumed from the record.) On the 
day following a public meeting seems to have 
been held, the leading members in the organiza- 
tion of which are proven to have been then the 
military partisans of the sitting member, and to 
have included the sheriff of his court and the sub- 
sequent foreman of his grand jury! At this im- 
provised meeting, it will suffice to recapitulate 
from the proceedings (pages ]] and 12) that, after 
specifically indorsing the congressional candidacy 
of the sitting member, and bestowing a corre- 


| Spondent approval upon the previous day’s sup- 


ression of all further discussion of the issues 
involved in the canvass, they no less lawlessly 
announce their edict against a free election in 
these words: 

** Resolved, That we recognize in said Birch a decided 
secessionist, and shall for all purposes treat his supporters 
as secessionists.”? 

For a purpose which wil] presently become 
apparent it is proper to recite in this alhee. from 
page 11 of the printed testimony, the names of the 
officers and ** spokesman” of this meeting, as fol- 
lows: chairman, William Sinnard; secretary and 
speech-maker, George Pattison; committee-men, 
Samuel Winfrey, Samuel Turner, O. J. Kirby, 
James Minnis, Levi Shin, James O’Gorman, and 
David Utt. To the basely slanderous outlawry 
thus publicly penne against my friends and 
myself, as well as to the kindred fulminations in 
the public speech of the sitting member in his own 
county, it is my good fortune to refer, in refuta- 
tion, to the entire record of our controversy here, 
including, 6f course, my cross-examination of his 
own witnesses. From that record it will be seen 
that the imputations upon my loyalty have no 
other support than the mere calumnious asser- 
tions of the sitting member and his then military 
partisans, and these will of course no more be 
confounded with the. testimony here than they 
were in the committee-room. It will hence, of 
course, suffice to demonstrate that such proceed- 
ings, carried forward under auspices which de- 
noted at least a judicial immunity, had but the 
natural effect they were designed to have, as test- 
ified to by the commandant of his own county 
regiment not only in regard to that county but to 
the district at large. ‘To assume nothing, there- 
fore, as to the number who were influenced by 
such a process of intimidation to change their 
votes, it will be seen by a comparison of the con- 
gressional with the presidential vote of this coun- 
ty, that there was a falling off of nearly one half, 
and that in a community where less than two 

ears previously I had been honored with a ma- 
jority of 80 votes against him, when he was not 
an aid-de-camp ora judge. He did not scruple 
to so prostitute these high official stations as, by 
the inspiration of an official terrorism, to essay 
the distinction which he here enjoys, and which 
he had been premonished would be differently 
bestowed by confidence and good will! Lest, 
however, the extremity to which he may feel 
himself reduced should suggest the reading of the 
unsupported calumnies of thiss mob assemblage 
of his military partisans at Carrollton as a justi- 
fication for the lawlessness with which they fore- 
shadowed the terrorism they inspired, it is deemed 
at least pardonable to recite from the record the 
testimony of the senators and representatives who 
heard my current speeche® in the adjoining coun- 
ties, which is as follows: 

“ We heard the speeches delivered dy Judge Birch in our 
respective counties during bis canvass for Congress. Some 
of us so far concurred in his sentiments and opinions as to 
support his election, whilé others of us supported one of 
the other candidates. We concur, however, that there 
was nothing in his utterances or sentiments which we re- 
garded either as disloyal to the Government of the United 


States, or as transcending the legitimate range of discus- 
sion involved in the canvass be was then prosecuting for 


a seat in Congress,”’ 

This joint deposition having been taken at the 
capital of Missouri during the session of its Le- 
gislature, and including, among others, the names 
of the senators and represengatives from the county 
of the sitting member—and there being no testi- 
mony in the record that the contestant spoke 


otherwise in his canvass than the sitting member 
has voted gere®-will it not obtrude itself upon the 
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ouse that these exasperating denunciations 
against me were but the collusive pretexts for the 
systematic outlawry you are here called upon to 
repair and redress? It was not in this case, as 
was suggested in extenuation of an alleged im- 
pulsive patriotism in the previous cases, but it 
was the calculating and systematic strategy by 
which one portion of the people were to be ap- 
palled and practically divested of their franchise, 
to the end that the candidate in whose interest it 
was conceived and executed might eee? ob- 
tain the certificate of a Congressman while wholly 
unable to obtain the vote of a Congressman. 
When it is borne in mind that to be thus banned 
by the military and judiciary as a ‘‘traitor’’ or 
‘“a secessionist’? was equivalent in that district 
to such oppressions and perils that even the brav- 
est might hesitate to incur such enmities as fore- 
shadowed the revenges of military assessments, 
imprisonments, and assassinations, could it be 
possible to have even devised a more effective 
system of codperative and all-embracing intimi- 
dation, or one more emphatically to be repre- 
hended and redressed, than that which is devel- 
oped in the record before you? 

That the meeting at which these outrages were 
so distinctly and unredressively foreshadowed 
was essentially a partisan and a military one, sat- 
isfactory testimony will be found in the deposi- 
tion of a witness who resided in anothercounty, 
and who was hence not afraid to testify, for the 
reason which I have satisfactorily established be- 
fore the committee for having failed to procure 
direct or resident testimony as to this and several 
other counties of the district. At pages 15 and 
16, Williamson P, Gibson testifies, as follows: 

‘*From the nature of my business I have been a good 
dealin and through the counties of Ray, Carroll and Chari- 
ton during the past year; have sojourned considerably in 
Carroliton and its vicinity, and have become acquainted, 
personally and otherwise, with the sentiments, opinions, 


and callings of a number of the leading men in different 
parts of the county. 

“Question by contestant. Do you know the public post- 
tions which were held, respectively, by William Sinnard, 
George Pattison, Samuel Winfrey, Samuel Turner, O. J. 
Kirby, James Minnis, Levi Shin, James O’Gorman, and 
Lieutenant David Utt, on or about the lst of October, 1862 ? 

‘Answer. Having been in Carroliton shortly after a pub- 
lic meeting had been held, in which Judge Birch and his 
friends were denounced as secessionists, my recollection 
is that all these names were mentioned as having been 
leaders in that mecting, as friends of Governor King, and 
that in some manner or other they all belonged to the mili- 
tary police of the county, and timt therefore the resolu- 
tions and declarations of the meeting would be carried out. 
ITam.-not personally acquainted with all the gentlemen, 
but during subsequent visits to Carrollton I have learned 


that Sinnard, Winfrey, and Shin constituted the board of 


military assessors; that Minnis was the provost marshal 
for the county; that Kirby was the adjutant of the regi- 
ment of enrolled Missouri militia for that county ; that Utt 
was lieutenant in one of the companies, (not Stanley’s ;) 
that O’Gorman was a private in Stanley’s company ; that 
Turner was (as he yetis) the sheriff of the county. Pat- 
tison was acandidate for the Legislature, and was elected. 
1 am satisfied that the information [ have received upon 


this subject is correct, and that the proceedings of that | 


meeting had the crowning effect they were intended to 


have, in deterring the fricuds of Judge Birch fro i | ‘ > : : 
, . : 2 ee || nection, that the congressional vote in this county 


any further effort in his behalf, and of keeping them from 
the polls on the day of the election. 

** Question by contestant. Have you heard such an ex- 
pression of opinion among the people of that county as to 
have yourself formed an opinion as to what would have 
oeen. the relative strength of King and Birch had the elec- 
tion been a free and fair one? 

“Answer. All with whom I have conversed upon the sub- 
ect, including one of the prominent friends of Governor 

ing, expressed the opinion unhesitatingly that the political 
position of Judge Birch was more acceptable to a majority 
of the people of the county than King’s was ; and that he 
would have received that majority had the people felt that 
they were free to vote for him, without danger at the polls 
or otherwise. Such also were the opinions I have heard 
similarly expressed in passing, on the same business 
through the adjoining counties of Ray and Chariton, and f 


concur in those opinions. Tn the election canvass, Ju i] 
p Judge | Bérchand Austin A. King, and repeat the opinion [ have so 
| often and andoubtingly expressed that but for the judicial 


Birch seemed everywhere to have the countenance of the 


constitutional or pro-slavery party, while the support of 
ed m 


Governor King seemed to proce ainly from what was 
termed the radical party, though he and they seem to have 
become radically antagonistic within the last few months. 
** Question by contestant. Have you heard Captain Stan- 
ley converse recently in respect to the part he took against 
Bireh, when in command of Carroil,as published in con- 
* nection with the proceedings of the meeting you have al- 
teeoumet If so please state the substance of his conver- 
on. 
‘Answer. I have heard him speak of the he thus 
took against Birch, and say he would not do on itthe thing 
was to do over again. This was not long since, and was 
spoken by Stanley in connection with the course King was 
pursuing toward the radicals, who claim that he has de- 
serted them after they had elected him. Stanley does not 
command at Carrollton now, but does at Utica.” 


It having been previously established that the 
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penetion understanding of every member of the | persons thus identified were, respectively, the } 


chaiman, secretary, and committee-men of the 


meeting under cortsideration, nothing need of | 


course be added in respect to the object it was in- 
tended to accomplish, and which it did accom- 
plish. But when in connection with this it is 
taken into consideration (page 40) that Pattison, 


who was the spokesman and secretary of this un- | 


lawful and indictable mob, was appointed a Year 
afterwards by the sitting member to be the spokes- 


man or foreman of a grand jury, which had been || 
| summoned by the sheriff of his court (another 
| committee-man) as the last one which was per- 
| mitted by the limitation law of our State to even 


investigate this widespread defiance of our elec- 
tion laws; and when it is seen by the deposition 
of the prosecuting attorney, at page 39, that the 
judge was everywhere significantly silent in his 
charges to the grand juries in respect to these 
audacious outrages upon the freedom of election, 
and that consequently no indictment was any- 
where found against any of his supporters and 
sympathizers—when all this is seen and reflected 
upon, the duty of redressing this all-embracing 
and demoralizing public crime in the only man- 
ner which pertains to the national dignity and 
authority would seem too imperative for either 
party parley or additional elaboration. 

Passing, therefore, to the county of Saline, it 
will be seen by a comparison of the dates which 
are mentioned by the witnesses, respectively, that 
the extended publication which was ordered to be 
made of these military proceedings in Carroll had 
been ‘just in time’’ to beget a corresponding 


avowal of violence toward the supporters of the | 


contestant in other counties, of which the follow- 
ing depositions may be permitted to speak for 
themselves. 

William H. Lightfoot testifies as follows: 

* About tlie middle of October last Lieutenant Colonel 
William A. Wilson, in command of the militia of Saline 
county, put up at the ‘ Sedalia House,’ of which [amcterk,. 
The conversation tirning upon the subject of the congres- 
sional election then pending in the sixth congressional dis- 


| trict, Colonel Wilson publicly declared his intention to ar- 


rest any man in Saline county who voted for Judge Bireh, 
as a traitor, and punish him as a traitor.’’ 


And Eli L. Beeding, as follows: 


“T am a merchant, and reside at Cambridge, Saline 
county, Missouri, and have resided in that. place and vi- 
cinity for the last nineteen years. On the day of the elec- 


| tion [ was at Marshall, (the county seat,) and went to the 


polls, with five other gentlemen, to vote. A ticket had 


| just been read out for Mr. Samuel and the State and county 


officers, when I presenta piyselt and remarked that I 
would vote the same ticket, Bubstituting only the name of 


saying this, one of the judges of the election replied to me 
that if [ voted for Birch I would be putin prison before 
sundown. [asked if that was the fact; and upon his re 


| plying very earnesily in the affirmative, I told him [ would, 
| under those circumstances, vote for Mr. Samuel; and my- 


self and the five other gentlemen cast our votes accordingly. 
Judge Birch seemed to be the accepted candidate of the 


constitutional or pro-slavery party of my county, and Ten- | 


tertain no doubt whatever that, in afree eléction, he would 
have greatly outvoted Governor King.” @ 


It is deemed but necessary to add in this con- 


was 543, (of which | received but 52,) against a 
presidential vote of 1,964 votes; of which more 
anon. . 

I will direct your attention in the next place to 
the county of Caldwell where, also, the sitting 
member continued to be *‘ the judge;”’ and here, 


too, it will be quite sufficient to permit the depo- | 


sition of a single unimpeached and intelligent wit- 
ness to speak for itself. It reads as follows: 


*T reside at Kingston, Caldwell county, Missouri; ama 
physician and surgeon by profession, and the proprietor of 
a drug store in Kingston. [have had ample means of un- 
derstanding the public sentiment of my county in respect 
to the reeent congressional election between James H. 


and military terrorism which was brought to bear against 
him, Judge Birch would have received a majority of the 
votes of that county. I was present and listened to the 
speech of Austin A. King, one of the candidates for Con- 
re and then and yet the judge of this judicial circuit. 

at speech was delivered on the first day of the October 
term of the Caldwell circuit court, being, as I believe, the 
first Monday in October last. At many points in that 


speech hie used language of great severity in reference to | 


that class of citizens whom he sdspected of being unfavor- 
able to his election, denouncing them as rebels, disloyal- 
ists, and sympathizers, who had forfeited their right to 
vote, and would not be permitted tovote. It was distinctly 


stated in his speech that those who had been or should be | 
enrolled on the disloyal list, or as southern sympathizers, | 


would not be allowed to vote; or if they should attempt 
it, and even succeed in doing so by having to take the pre- 


liminary oath, they would perjure themselves, and would 


be Hable to indictthent by the grand jury of the county, an 
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punished accordingty. ‘These and similar statements ne 
denunciations were made in the presence of the enrotied: 
militia then stationed at Kingston, and were followed by 
the most unequivocal menaces on the part of said militia 
toward those citizens, whom in many instances they very 
unjustly charged with being disaffected or disloyal. Per- 
sous in many instances who had always been orderly and 
law-abiding citizens, if suspected to be friendly to the elec- 
tion of Judge Birch, were thus insulted, intimidated, and 
oppressed by said militia or with their countenance In dt- 
vers ways. The sole object seemed to be to deter them 
from coming to the, polis to cast their votes agreeably to 
their wishes; and they were so deterred almost in a body. 
I was myself of the number, and cannot Be mistaken in 
what Iam stating. I had previously for siraply extending 
to Judge Birch the courtesies of a gentleman and former 
acquaintance been most rudely insulted and mistreated by 
the military friends of Governor-King while simply attend- 
ing in the most quiet and Ogprly manner to the business of 
my profession. . 

“For many weeks pending the election contest it was 
publicly stated by the friends of Judge King, and by the 
military who were in his interest, that Judge Birch was a 
rebel, and that all of his friends were such, and could not 
live in the county, and would be banished the county or 
put outof the way; andsince the election, some of the best 
citizens have left the county, or are preparing to do so at 
great sacrifices, in order to avoid, if possible, the fearful 
consequences which they have been made to apprehend, 
Judge Birch had himself narrowly escaped secret assassin- 
ation at the hands of two of the military friends of King, (as 
was witnessed and believed by myself and two other gea- 
tlemen who happened to be riding with him away from 
Kingston, after he had spoken in reply to King, at the Oc- 
tober court,) and so notorious and so desperate was the open 
partisanshipof this class of the friends of Judge King, that 
searce any man felt himself safe in being even suspected to 
be the friend or supporter of Judge Birch. A reign of un- 
paralleled terror was thus inaugurated and kept up until 
after the election was over, resulting as already stated ; 
every feasible means having been apparently resorted to by 
Judge King and his friends to frighten, harass, and intimi- 
date every citizen who was even suspected of being op- 
posed to his election to Congress. 

“As already stated, it was by the inspiration of an al- 
most universal terror throughout the county that the friends 
of Birch were either silenced and kept from the polls or, 
in many instances, overawed and constrained to vote for 
King. Instances of the latter description came under my 
personal observation on the day of election at Kingston, 
and still other instances have been reported to me by the 
parties themselves. Others, friends of Bireh, less intimi- 
dated than the great body of them bad been who stayed at 
home, came to Kingston to vote for him, but relinquished 
the idea and returned home, after hearing and seeing the 
condition of things by which they were overshadowed 
and deterred. Men with but little property and idfge fam- 
ilies were made to_fear that it would be pressed or taken 
from them by the military if they voted for Birch, and men 
of larger means that they would be additionally assessed ; 
and all this, it was argued, would be but naturally upheld 
by King, as the continuing judge. I may safely add to 
this, (such had been the couduct and such the denuncia- 
tions of a portion of the militia,) that the additional fear of 
assassination, conspiring with the fear of indictments 


| rendered the election in my county the most ‘ quiet and 


orderly’ [ ever witnessed, butit was emphatically the quiet 
of despotism upon the side which had all the arms of the 
county in their hands, and of submission upon tie side 
which had been wholly disarmed,and who consequently 
felt themselves at the feet of their iutolerant oppressors, 
who everywhere denounced and prevented either a falr or 
a full election. If [ have, in hastily throwing together the 
foregoing statements, spoken too warmly, it is because the 
outrages to which I have adverted are yet fresh ine my 
memory, and that of hundreds of my countrymen, who 
were proscribed and overawed as I have attempted to de- 
scribe. And the ouly regret for which I feel myself re- 
spousible is, that my pen is inadequate to more fully de- 
seribe the condition to which we were reduced. [t will, 
perhaps, suffice to add that it was such, in all its concur- 
ring circumstances and surroundings, that our candidate 
for Congress received but thirty-two*votes in the county, 
one or two of which (alone) Were cast at the county seat; 


| and that, as already stated, he was, in our estimation, the 


preference ang the choice of a majority of the legal voters 
of the county.’? 

Having thus grouped together the testimony 
which has specific relation to four out of the ten 
counties of the district, it is deemed appropriate 
to the simplification of the issue to draw aliention 
at this point to the factthat by the rejection of the 
poll of these counties alone, it would leave the 
contestant with a majority of 214 votes in the re- 
maining counties of the district—the vote of those 
remaining counties not thus unquestionably inval- 
idated being officially certified as fallows: 


Birch. King, 
CUMIOD io o's 046 cc¥0e bddhenbesesss bases 277 x00 
Garis cccncnsesded adetates. cacccccses Cam 15 
CN nnkda card dudtbeseda betccdecs thes Sam 273 
FRO, cco os eck chat creccicccc cNrct scuttle Mae 334 
DMN ie haa cigeds cost Sotccd ca cctbesd: Oe AO 
PR SF er ek ay 583 
ee, cc dccegbaseieeceee | SiR 
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Such being the aggregate footings of the elec- 
tion, and such, of course, sufficiently suggesting, 
at least, its recommittal to the people, such addt- 
tional testimony as I may be permitted to throw 
together by the courtesy of the House will be 
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with a view of additionally demonstrating that the | 
judicia! and military overawing which is charged | 


upon the sitting member and his partisans was 
not only collusive and systemetic, but operated 
to the practical exclusion of indefinite thousands 
whose only crime consisted in preferring that the 
contestant, instead of the sitting member, should 
represent them in this national forum. 
however, furnishes but an additional or a cumu- 


lative reason why such anelection should at least | 
be stamped as a oe l of course cast myself | 
e 


upon the courtesy of the House, in the hope that 
I may be patiently listened to for that purpose 
while reading from a few pages more, They will 
have relation mainly to own county, where 
the sitting member was @so “the judge,’’ and 
where my majority was cut down to 198 instead 


of * at least 400,”’ as—it will pees? be listened | 


to—it probably would have been had it not been 
for the ‘‘ judicial and military terrorism’? which 
I have charge@ upon the sitting member, and 
which is additionally disclosed in the following 
testimony. 


At page 20 John W-. Moreland corroborates | 


the testimony of Judge Viglini, which! read half 
an hour or more ago, as follows: 


“Tam aresident of Clinton county, Missouri; am the 
representative elect of this county to the next General As- 
sembly of the State; joined the military service in a com- 
pany of three years’ United States volunteers in Novem- 
ber, 1861, and was honorably discharged on the 10th of 
August last, on account of physical disability. I was 
present at the opening of the October circuit court for the 


county of Clinton, and heard Austin A. King, a candidate 


for Congress, and being at the time, as he yet is, the cir- 


cult judge for this judicial circuit, make a speech asacan- | 
Among other things, he declared that | 
the rebels had no rights which any honest man ouglt to | 


didate aforesaid. 


respect; that the men who had enrolled on the disloyal 
list, as he phrased it, ought not and would not be permitted 
to vote; and that if they did vote they would be guilty of 
perjury and would be indicted. ‘lhe whole tenor of his 


speech was calculated to inflame the militia then in camp | 


and under arms, and to incite them to interfere at the elec- 
tions and prevent men from voting. I subsequently heard 
leading officers and members of the militi@@eclare that no 
man enrolied asa sympathizer should vote. The impres- 
sion which he (King) seemed anxious to make upon the 


people was, that po sympathizer would be permitted to | 


vote, or, if he was permitted to vote, he would be indicted 


for perjury, under his instructions to the grand jury; and | 


this was belleved by a great many.” 


On the same page and the following one James | 


D. Vanhook testifies as follows: 


*“T am a physician and surgeon, and reside in the town 
of Plattsburg, Clinton county, Missouri. I heard the elec- 
thoneering speech of Austin A. King at the October term, 
1862, of the circuit court of said county. His views in re- 


lation to the settlement of our present difficulties were of | 


a radical character, being opposed to all compromise until 


the rebels laid down their arms; while those of Judge Birch | 


(whose speech I also heard) were in favor of an adjustment 
on the basis of the Crittenden compromise, or its equiva- 


lent. In other respects the spirit and tenor of King’s speech | 


was calculated to exasperate and excite the militia of the 
county, who were generally favorable to his clection, 

the men who were styled southern sympathizers, an 
had been enrolled by military authority on what was called 
the disloyal list, (and who were understood to be favorable 
to the election or Judge Birch,) and to induce them to so 
interpose their bayonets at the polls or elsewhere asto pre- 
vent such sympathizers from voting. He stated in his 
speech distinctly that southern sympathizers had no right 
to vote, and that if they did vote they would lay themselves 
liable to be indicted at the next session of the grand jury.” 


On page 21 Henry Essig testifies ‘as follows: 


“Tam a physician and surgeon, and reside in the town 
of Plattsburg, Clinton county, Missouri, and have resided 
there for the last twenty-six years. I heard Austin A. 
King make an electioneering speech at the court-house 
during the October term, 1862, of the circuit'court of Clin- 
ton county. He was speaking as a candidate for Congress, 
and that portion of his speech which rejaicd to the present 
disturbed condition of the country was calculated to deter 
those persons who were denominated southern sympathiz- 
ers from voting at the November election, (then approach- 
ing,) particularly those who were enrolled on what he 
(King) denominated the disloyal list. His object seemed 
to be to incite the militia (who were generally in his favor) 
to interfere in such a manner as to prevent southern syim- 
pathizers from coming to the polls or offering to vote; but 
seeming to fear that this might not be sufficient to keep 
them Away, he labored to impress it upon the audience 
that all of that elass who did vote would commit perjury, 
and would be liable to indictment, and that they would be 
indicted. Leannot, of course, recall his precise éxpressions, 
but they were of the purport above stated, and the em- 
phasis, counteaanee, and gestures with which he accom- 

‘panied his expressions could leave no doubt upoa any one 
that he. designed that ¢his class of voters should be over- 
awed from voting, from the dodble fear of the militia and 
the court of which he was judge. Judge Birch (who was 
one of the competitors of Judge King for Congress) was 


regarded as a Union man, and was voted for accordingly | 


by Union men, (myself among the number,) while the 


more just and liberal ground which he took in respeet to 
the manner of restoring the Union gave him the general 
countenance and support of what were called southern 
men or southern sympathizert;or, as Judge King called | 


As this, | 


| much less to actually vote. 
| several militiamen say that they would back him in his 
| views; that a rebel or asympathizer had no right to yote, 








ainst | 
who | 
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them, disloyalists. Me was emphatic in his declarations 
that rebels had no rights, and hence had no right to véte; 
and he used the term ‘rebel’ and“ southern sympathiz- 
ers’ on the disloyal list as synonymous, when inveighing 
against their right to vote.”’ 


bus Jones testifies as follows: 


**T am a farmer, residing about three miles from Platts- 
burg, Clinton county, Missouri. It was my misfortune, at 
the commencement of the present political troubles, to kill 
a citizen, who was a secessionist, in an affray growing out 
of a dispute upon questions involved in the present civil 
war. Judge King was then practicing law, and I employed 
him to defend me, At our last circuit court (in October 
Just) he took me aside, after he had made his speech as a 
candidate for Congress, and after calling my attention to 
the balance I was owing bim as his fee, entered into con- 
vorsation with me about the election. In that conversa- 
tion he stated to me with great earnestness that a south- 
ero sympathizer had no moge rights than aslave ; that they 
had no right to vote, and would not be allowed to vote; 
that they were rebels, and if they did vote they would per- 
jure themselves. He said the militia would be on hand; 


and it was through them that [ understood him to mean || stood, would instruct the grand juries to find indictments 
that the rebels or sympathizers would not be permitted to 1 


vote; but that if any of them did vote they would perjure 
themselves and be handled for it. I was not in the court- 
house when he made his speech ; but from the whole drift 
of his canversation to me ¥ was given to understand that 
it would not be safe for a southern man to attempt to vote 
After King’s speech I heard 


and should not vote. The militia from all parts of the county 
were then encamped at Plattsburg.”’ 


On pages 22 and 23, William Morris testifies 
as follows: 


“J reside in the town of Plattsburg, Clinton county 
Missouri, and have done so for the last twenty years. 
was a candidate for a county judgeship at the recent elec- 
tion, and mingled much with the people, privately and 
publicly, in.all parts of the county. [ have no doubt, from 
all I saw and heard, that a great number of people were 
deterred from voting in the recent election—enough, had 
they all voted, to have given Judge Birch at least four hun- 
dred majority for Congress in this county. The reasons, 
in my opinion, why so many staid away from the polis 
were mainly referable to the declarations of Governor 
King and the militia, impugning the right of southern sym- 
pathizers to vote, and threatening them with the conse- 
quences. Quite a number told me they would go forward 
and offer to vote, but that they did not want to be insulted 
and refused. J lieard the speech of Governor King, (Aus- 
tin A.,) who was a candidate for Congress, at the October 
term of the Clinton circuit court. The attendance was 
large, including a number from several of the adjoining 
counties of the district. His speech was extremely ultra, 
especially iu respectto that class of citizens who were de- 
nominated southern sympathizers, who had to be enrolled 
on what he called the disloyal list. He said such men had 
no right to vote, and would not be permitted to vote ; or 
that if they were permitted to vote they would commit 
perjury and be liable to indictment and punishment ac- 
cordingly, and that all that would be properly seen to, 
There grew up, in consequence, a general impression that 
it was not safe for a southern sympathizer to vote, espe- 
cially for Birch, for whom, it was generally understood, 
they were inclined to vote ; and, as | have already stated, 
I am satisfied that many such staid away from the polis 
entirely, especially at the Cameron preeinct, where I was 
on the day of the election. On the morning of the elec- 
tion t went into Cameron with John Snow, one of the 
judges of the election. He remarked, in the course of con- 
versation as We weut to town, that so far as he was con- 
cerned, no mag who sympathized with the South, or ever 
had done so, cOuld vote at #ie Cameron polls, of which 
he was one of the judges. There was a squad of militia 
in town, understood to be there to ‘look after the elec- 
tion;’ and, as already stated, it was understood that sym- 
pathizers would not be’allowed to vote, or that if they did 
vote they would be liable to indictment. I staid there 
untit about two o’clock, up to which time Judge Birch had 
received but one vote.”’ 


On the same page, George W. Davis testifies 
as follows: 


‘Tam a farmer, residing in the neighborhood of Miller’s 
Mill, avoting precinct in Clinton county, Missouri,and was 
at the election which was held at that precinct on the 4th 
of November last. Only between sixty and seventy votes 
were polled there at that election. At the previous elec- 
tion, two years before, 221 votes were given these. From 
my general acquaintance with the people of the township 
my opinion is that Governor King received the votes of all 
who were favorable to his election, while great numbers 
of those known to be friendly to the election of Judge 
Birch refrained from going to the polls atail. Having hear 
the speech that was made by Governor King, at the court- 
house inf Plattsburg, some four weeks before the election, 
together with what was understood to be the purpose ofa 
portion of the militia, and having also heard many of the 
people talking on the subject before the election, Lam con- 
fident that many of the friends of Birch were deterred from 
coming to the polls, at that precinct, from fear of the con- 
sequences (judicial and military) which might result to 
them from voting for him. A squad of the enrolled mili- 
tia belonging to the township (all friends of King) were 
there, with their arms, &c., for what purpose | do not 
know; but the understanding that they were to be there 
contributed, among other reasons, to deter great numbers 
of citizens, as already stated, from going to the election 
at all. 

“ Sevéral who voted for Judge Birch yet fear that they 
are to be indicted for voting, and to be tried before King 
as judge; for such was understood to be the menace held 
forth in his speech already alluded to.” 




















| souri. 


| cial elections of the following year. 
| point William Morris testifies as follows: 








Referring to the official testimony on page 24, 
where it will be seen that at this precinct the sit- 
ting member received 35 votes to my 29, (out of 
a presidential total of 221,) I read from the testi- 


On the same and the following page, Colum- | monly which will explain it, as follows: 


John R. Black: 


“Tam a farmer, and reside in the township in Clinton 
county, Missouri, of which Miller’s Mill is the voting place. 
I was friendly to the election of Judge Birch to Congress, 
and would have voted for him at the election which was 
held the 4th of November last ; but from what I heard that 
Judge King had said in bis speech at Plattsburg about sym- 
pathizers having no right to vote, and that if they did vote 
they would be liable to indictments for perjury, | did not 
goto the election at all. This I know was the case in my 
neighborhood generally, where the people were almost 
unanimously for Birch, but were afraid to vote for him, and 
did not vote for him, from fear, as already stated. I think 
it entirely safe to say that but for the terrorism and appre- 
hension which were created by the public and private dec- 
larations of King, who was judge of the circuit court, and 
was understood to intend to hold on to that station’ for 
nearly a year after the election, and who, it was under- 


against all ‘sympathizers’ who veted, Birch would have 


| gotten at least two or three votes to King’s one at that 


voting place.”’ 
James P. Arterburn: 


**T am a farmer, and reside in the township of which 
Miller’s Mill is the voting place, in Clinton county, Mis- 
I live about four miles from the residence of John 
R. Black, whose deposition has just been read to me by the 
notary. What he states of himself and his neighborhood is 


| true of myself and neighborhood, every one of whom would 


have voted for Judge Birch for Congress, but that we were 
afraid to dp so for the reasons stated by Black. Before the 
speech of Governor King we jgad all intended to vote for 
Birch ; but after that speech, which I heard, we all con- 
cluded it would be unsafe for us to vote, and staid away 
from the polls accordingly.”’ 

That I may be relieved of all necessity to can- 
vass the judicial interpretations thus intimidat- 
ingly foreshadowed by the sitting member, where- 
by entire neighborhoods of my supporters were 
overawed from “Pee in the congressional can- 
vass, I proceed to demonstrate, in the last place, 
from the testimony of the same unimpeached and 
intelligent witnesses, that.the venerable judge him- 
self had reached an opposite and correct conclu- 
sion with respect to the rights and duties of the 
same class of citizens, after he had deserted the 
pery which elected him to Cougress, and when 
1e was seeking to have them beaten in the judi- 
Upon this 


* Question by contestant. As you have previously given 
testimory in respect to Governor King’s speech when he 
was a candidate for Congress, (in respect to the qualifica- 


| tions of voters,) please state whether you heard his speech 
| a year afterwards, (a few weeks ago,) when he was ad- 
| dressing the people from the same stand in favor of one of 
| the judicial tickets which was voted for on Monday last ; 


and ifso, was his language and his teachings substantially 


| the same, or substantially different? 


“Answer. I heard a portion of both oo and never 
heard two that were more essentially different in respect 


.to the right and duty of the people to give their votes. His 


Congress speech was of a character (as stated in my pre- 
vious deposition) to create the impression that it was un- 
safe for any of the so-called ‘southern sympathizers’ to 
vote, (while he continued as judge,) while his judiciai 
electioneering speech was of a character to encourage them 
all to vote. And I think I can safely say that no one was 
afraid to vote at the recentelection in this county who was 
entitled to a vote under the convention ordinance.” 


Upon the same point, the representative of the 
county testifies as follows: 


* Question by contestant. Having stated,in the deposi- 
tions which you gave in this case on the 12th of Decem- 
ber last, of which this is intended as Sees the sub- 
stance of Judge King’s denunciations against ‘ southern 
sympathizers,’ and of his declarations in opposition to 
their right to vote, and the consequences they would incur 
if they did vote, will you please state whether you also 
heard his speech from the same stand, and upon the same 

ints, on the first day of last October court; and if so, did 
he maintain the same sentiments and opinions which he 
put forth in his congressional speech, or opposite ones? 

* Answer. [listened to both speeches with great atten- 
tion, and they were wholly unlike, both in the sentiments 
he expressed in regard to the southern sympathizers, and 
their right to vote. In his last speech he was exceedingly 
earnest in urging them all to vote, as otherwise the radicals 
might succeed in electing theirticket for judges, which, he 
argued, would lay the fundation for the utter ruin of the 
country. He repeatedly proclaimed that southern syMmpa- 
thizers had the same right to vote that the radicals had, 
and that it was their highest and most urgent duty to do 
so; and that if any person interfered with them in any 
manner, (emphasizing the remark,) either before or after 
the election, fof voting for just whoever they pleased to 
vote, they would be made to suffer for it most severely and 
undoubtedly. His whole speech, indeed, was so totally 
different from what his congressional speeches had been, 
that the remark was quite common, directly afterwards, 
that he was atlagfuiming to ride the same horse that Birch 
had all al ridden ; and inmany respects it seemed clear 
that they come to occupy a common ptatform.” 


Judge Viglini testifies as follows: 
* Question In contestant. As you have stated ina previous 
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deposition the substance of Governor King’s language = 
his speech) when he was a candidate for Congress in Oc- 
tober, 1862, please state whether he held the same language 
in his speech in Oetober, 1863, in respect to voters and 
voting in the then approaching judicial election? 
“Answer. He did not hold the same language or anything 
like it. On the contrary, it yas a common remark, among 
those who heard him, that he had at last got on to Birch’s 
platform as to the right to vote, as well as several things 
else. He warmly urged fhe people (sympathizers and all) 
to turn out and support the anti-radical ticket, assuring 
them that they had the right to vote just as every one else 
had, and that if any person interfered with them in any 
manner for exercising that right, either before or after the 
election, they would be punished for it * with a vengeance ;’ 


but that there really was no danger that any person would | 


dare to so molest or interfere withthem. The whole tenor 
of his speech in this respect was as different in tone and 
emphasis from his congressional speech as it could be ; and 
the effect was that with the exception of half a dozen or 
less who were excluded by the express terms of the con- 
vention oath for having beemin arms since the 17th of De- 
cember, 1861, no one seemed afraid to vote in the election 
just past.” 
William P. Hooper, as follows: 


“« Question by contestant. Please state whether you heard 
the speech made by Judge King when he was a candidate 
for Congress in October, 1862, atid also his speech in oppo- 
sition to the radical ticket for supreme court judges in 


October, 1863; and if so, please state the resemblance, or | 


the want of resemblances in respect to the right and the 
duty of that class of people who are called ‘southern sym- 
pathizers’ to vote. 


“ Answer. I heard what he said in both speeches upon | 
that subjeet, and was astonished at the change which his | 


opinions seemed to have undergone in the course of the 
year. The convention oath remained the same, and the 
rights and duties of that class of the people whom he de- 


nounced as ‘southern sympathizers’ were, of course, the | 


same, yetin his Congress speech he held up to them the 
penalties of perjury and military punishment, to deter them 
from voting; while in his speech against the radical can- 
didates for judges he vehemently urged them to vote, as- 


| 


| 





suring them of their perfect right to do so, and that they | 
need not apprehend the slightest danger from any quarter. | 


I certainly never heard two speeches that seemed to me 
more entirely opposite in their tenor and teachings; and 


such was the general opinion of those who heard both | 


speeches, and who have since conversed with me upon the | 


subject. 


‘*] am the clerk ofthe county court and the keeper of the 
election recordse The vote in this county at the jadicial | 


election on Tuesday last was greater than its proportionate 
vote in the previous judicial election; whereas the con- 
gressional vote at the last election was several hundred 
short of the vote im the previous election for a Congress- 
man.” 

And John Cox, as to the manner in which he 
spoke in his own county, as follows: 


‘Question by contestant. Did you hear King make a 
speech at Richmond on the day of the election for the su- 
preme judges, on the 3d of thismonth? If yea, how did he 
speak in respect to the right of southern sympathizers, as 
they were called, to vote? 


‘Answer. He very earnestly exhorted them all to vote, 
alleging that they had the same right to vote that other citi- 
zens had; and he also called upon the refugees from Jack 
son and Cass counties, who had fled into Ray under the or- 
der of General Ewing, to come forward in like manner, and 
cast their votes ponent the radical ticket, which he spoke 
against with great bitterness and disrespect, both politically 
and professionally.”? 

_ As comment upon such a record would be but 
little short of a contempt to the understanding of 
the House, I will copy but a single déposition to 
demonstrate how it was that the terrorism com- 

lained of extended to the ranks of the militia 
itself, and that if such and similar overawings 
are to be indorsed instead of rebuked at the hands 
of those upon whom the Constitution devolves 
the duty to “ judge of the elections” under which 
we meet each other here, the position of a Con- 
gressman. will cease to commend even the prima 
facié consideration which should be accorded to 
the real Representative of the people. In other 
words; the mere ae commandants will soon 
become everything, while the people and the sol- 
diery, who fight the battles and feed the armies and 
pay the taxes of the Republic, will become prac- 
tically nothing. ; 
, At page 34, Edward Brooking téstifies as fol- 
ows: 


“I reside on the eastern edge of Clinton county, Mis- 
souri, near the line of Caldwell and Ray. In a running 
conversation between two of my neighbors and myself, con- 
compton the unfairness and terrorism of the election, and in 
which [ repeated what { had heard concerning an extra 
stack of hay which it had been said would be assessed 
against owe of Birch’s friends because he had voted forhim, 
these neighbors replied that that was nothing; that they 
themselves had pifored Birch as their candidate, and 
would have voted for him if things had not got sotightthat 
they were afraid to doso, and hence did not vote at all, or 
words to that effect. Both those neighbors were inservice 
in the cnrtied militia at the time of the election, and one 
of them has since enlisted in the volunteer or regular service. 
This conversation with these two militiamen took place 
shortly after the congressional election last year; and I have 
reason to believe that there were several others in my n 


borhood who were afraid to 
hence did not vote at all.”? vote for Birch, and 
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Asevery man who knows the meaning of “ ex- 


tra duty and no promotion” will but readily || time. 


appreciate the point of the foregoing, it needs, of i] 
course, no additional explication. As little need 
it be explained that the same considerations will 


generally deter the soldier from even testifying 
to the displeasure of his commander; and that 
thus “‘the iron wheel’? is preserved intact. It 
is the supervision and the reprehension of this 
House alone that can turn aside this fruitful af- 
fluent of corruption and oppression; and this can 
only be done by the stern rejection of every bal- 
lot which was not ‘* free’’ in. the sense ordained 
by the Constitution which you have severally 
sworn to support. * 

I come, lastly, in the absence of local testimony 
from the remaining counties, to the deposition of 
a witness upon whose judgment and candor | 
was induced to ay in selecting him for the ser- 
vice which is testified to, as follows: . 

“ Question by contestant. Please state whether you can- 
vassed this congressional district for Judge Birch during 
his race for Congress in 1862. What was the object of that 
canvass; and what then were, and yet are, your opinions 
in respect to its then probable results ? 

“Answer. F was engaged in distributing the circulars of 
Judge Birch and his rotices to address the people as a can- 
didate for Congress, in the various counties in the sixth 
congressional district for nearly three weeks, during the 
month of September, 1862. I was induced to undertake 
this service for the judge, in order not merely to serve him 
in that particular respect, but to obtain such a view of the 
canvass for him (as his friend) as might probably be relied 
upon in respect to its results. I found, in passing through 
the district, that he was everywhere regarded, and would 
be supported, as the candidate of the constitutional pro- 
slavery party; and I did not hesitate to express the opinion: 
to him, on my return, that, if there was no military inter- 
ference against him, he would beat Governor King at least 
eight or ten thousand votes. I-am yet of the same opinion. 
Mr. Samuel was then scarcely counted in the canvass 5 and 
the support of Governor King seemed to be almost exeiu- 
sively by the radicals, including the newly-organized mili 
tia. There were symptoms of military interference against 
Birch as T passed throug the district; and the fear was 
then even entertained, in some places, that it would take 
the pulvic shape itafterwards assuined; but the judge did 
not seem to think.it would be possible for his adversaries 
to get it up to such a pitch as to defeat his election; nor 
did I.” 

That the opinions thus entertained may have 
such circumstantial corroboration as they are en- 
titled to from other portions of the record—refer- 
ring to which the case on my part will be closed 
for the present—it is deemed sufficient to state 
that in the county of La Fayette, where (as in 
several other counties) | was unable to obtain 
any legal testimony beyond the official vote on 
file in the office of the Secretary of State, the fall- 
ing off from the presidential vote was 2,064; and 
that of the comparatively few votes that were 
given in that county, the sitting member received 
450, and myself but 14. For the single purpose 
I have in view, it will be unnecessary for me to 
read, in this connection, the authorized official 
statements, which not only ‘* unearthed”’ the sit- 
ting member before the committee, but gave him 
the lead, in this county as elsewhere, in the re- 
pression of the popular voice, which was every- 
where impatient to repudiate and consume him. 
It will hence suffice to repeat that, while his en- 
tire vote in the district was but 4,243, its aggre- 
gate falling off, between the presidential and eon- 
gressional election, was 11,390. 

If, therefore, upon the whole record in this 
case, there be not developed such a concurrence 
of vitiations as to invoke against them the marked 
discountenance of the House, it needs no moral 
seer to predict the status of your future associates 
in this thence dishonored’ forum of the American 
peerage, 

It is but added, therefore, that having reserved 
for my rejoinder or conclusion the explication of 
such additional facts and circumstances as may 
become necessary to the harmonious elucidation of 
the entire record in this case, I shall intermediately 
trust to the intelligent action of the House to dis- 
criminate, if necessary, between what is replied 
from the testimony and what is not. 

That being the only additional favor which I 
ask at the hands of this dignified national judica- 
tory there remains to be rendered but the tribute 
of a respectful and self-respecting thankfulness 
for the patience with which you have listened to 
me, and to commit the case of my outraged and 
overborne constituency to your upright and intel- 
ligent decision. 

’ [Here the hammer fell. 
r. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed. 
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Mr. PRICE. I object to an extension of the 


Mr. DAWES. I renew my motion to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trast the time will be ex- 
tended, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Annowp in 
the chair.) How much time does the gentleman 
desire ? 

Mr. BIRCH. I have read eighteen pages, nnd 
there are ten still to be read. 1 will notask over 
half an hour. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 1 trust there will be no ob- 


jectiow to the contestant finishing his remarks. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
made, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I would remind « 
the gentleman from lowa that this is the first in- 
stance at this session when such an objection has 
been made to a contestant proceeding under sim- 
ilar circumstances. 

Mr. PRICE, 1 will say in Bay to the gen- 
tleman that I would have no objection to hear this 
gentleman talk, or any other for that matter, if it 
did not occupy the time of the House and of the 
country. But the speech is not benefiting the 
House or the country. There are not a dozen 
gentlemen listening to this speech. I propose to 
go on with the business that appertains to the 
legislation of the country. Let the gentleman 
print the balance of his speech. 1 will even buy 
the book, if necessary. (Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES..~ If the sitting member does not 
desire to reply to the contestant, | will renew the 
motion to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. KING. I do desire to reply, but | am 
willing to wait until the House decides whether 
the contestant shall have more time or not. [ 
shall not ask for more than my hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | trust there willbe no ob- 
jection to the contestant finishing his remarks. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,of Illinois. I rise toask 
a question of the gentleman from Massachtretts. 
His motion is to lay the whole subject upon the 
table. If that motion be carried, will it not leave 
the sitting member in his seat? 

Mr. DAWES: Certainly, that will be the re- 
sult of it. But if the sitting member desires to 
reply to the contestant, I do not feel it quite right 
for me to shut him off. I am prepared myself to 
dispose of the case now. The Committee of Elec- 
tions have not desired to discuss this matter, and 
it would have beeh more agreeable to them to have 
disposed of it without discussion. But after the 
House has permitted the contestant to speak, the 
question whether the sitting member shal! reply 
is hardly within my control, and I think I ought’ 
not to make the motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAWES. I do for that purpose, but not 
for any other. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume that there is no 
objection to the contestant printing the balance of 
his speech. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [ object. 

Mr. UPSON. I would like to inquire of the 
contestant how much longer time he wants to 
finish hiu remarks? 

Mr. BIRCH. I have only ten pages of man- 
uscript left, and I think I can read them in half 
an hour. I will read as rapidly as I can. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentle- 
man from lowa withdraw his objection to the con- 
testant proceeding? 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir; I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I move that the tontestant 
have leave to print the balance of his speech. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have objected to that. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
now adjourn. 

Mr.DAWES, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the time of the House is of such 
importance that we ought to dispose of this case 
at once. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the contestant is allowed 
to go on and finish his remarks I will withdraw 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. UPSON. I submit that the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is not in order. He 
was not entitled to the floor to make it. 

Mr. DAWES. I yielded the floor to the sit- 
ting member. I thought that after the contestant 
had had an hour it would be hardly fair for me 
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I move that the House do 
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to move to lay the whole subject on the table with- |} The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late, 
out the consent of the sitting member. The gen- || another question of order having been raised and 
theman from Wisconsin, therefore, hardly had the || decided by the Chair. 
floor io muke his motion, Mr. HARRINGTON. I appeal from that 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis had taken his seatwhen | made my mo- 
tion, and | was duly recognized by the Speaker. 

Mr. DAWES. I took my seat with the re- 
mark that 1 would yield the floor to the sitting 
member, — 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, the sitting member, did not take the floor. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Missouri (Mr. Kine] desire to proceed 
nowr 

Mr. KING, I want the House first to determine 
in regard to the contestant being allowed to pro- 
ceed with his speech. 

Mr. DAWES. One word more. I would like 
to inquire of gbe gentleman from Wisconsin if 
these parties Hffve not both been treated properly 
by the Committee of Elections. ‘They have treated 
them both alike, They would have been content 
that the whole case should be disposed of without 
debate; butinasmuch as one of them has debated 
the question for an hour, it is right that the other 
should be heard. I did not agree with the posi- 
tion occupied by the sitting member; but L think 


that he basa right to be heard if he insists upon it. | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if the sitting member does 
not care to be heard I will insist upon my motion. 
If he does I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. KiNG. I will say this: that if the gen- 
tleman insists upon his motion to lay the report 
on the table, and the House lays the report on 
the table, as a matter of course | do not care to 
be heard. It would be somewhat gratifying to 
me to reply to some of the remarks of the con- 
testant,@ut | will forego that. If, however, the 
House refuses to lay the report on the table, I 
then desire the floor to reply to the contestant. 

Mr. DAWES. If the House refuses to lay the 
report on the table the sitting member will then 
of course be entitled to the floor. I will now 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Evprivee] to reply to my question. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I believe there is no com- 
plaint whatever made of the Committee of Elec- 
tions for the manner in which they have treated 
this case. But this is the first instance in which 
a contestant claiming a seat on this floor has 
desired to extend hisspeech beyond an hour that 
he has not been permitted to do so. I think the 
same common courtesy ought to be extended to 
the gentleman whose speech is now cut off in the 
middle, 

Mr. UPSON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether he remembers the case of Mr. Exot, of 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Elections 
have directed the motion to be made, and I now 
renew the motion, to lay the whole subject on the 
table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I raise the question of order 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts yielded 
the floor, I rose, was recognized by the Chair, 
and moved that the House adjourn. I submit 
that that is the motion before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (My. Annoxp in 
the chgir.) ‘The Chair overrules the question of 
order. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to yield the floor to ascertain 
whether the sitting member desired to speak, and 
for no other purpose. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. But the gentleman from 
Missouri did not rise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I raise this aetie oforder, 
c 


that the gentleman from Massachusetts moved to 
lay the whole subject on the table. Upon that 
motion the House voted and declined to lay the 
report on thetable. No business has intervened 
since that motion was put, and it is not now in 
order to renew the motion, 

-Mr. DAWES. What we have been doing 
for some time seems very much like business. 
[ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order, 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Will it be in order to 
appeal from the decision of the Chair overruling 
the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, (Mr. Erpamwer’} 


| Mr. DAWES. I move to lay the appeal on | 
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decision. 
the table. 


_mand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do 


| now adjourn. 


| and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 7, nays 84; as follows: 


Knapp, Law, and Schenck—7. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, 
| Baily, Augustus C, Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, 


| Beaman, Blaine, Blow, Boyd, Broomall, James S. Brown, | 


| Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Thomas T’. Davis, Dawes, Dawson, Donnelly, Driggs, Ed- 
gerton, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, Frank, Ganson, Gooch, 


Myers, Leonard Myers, Noble, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Pom- 
| eroy, Price, Radford, William H. Randall, Jolin H. Rice, 
Edward H. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Sloan, Spalding, Stiles, 
Strouse, Sweat, Thayer, 'l'racy, Upson, Ward, Elihu B. 
Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Jo- 
seph W. White, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and 
W oodbridge—84. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


draw tha point of order submitted by me, and I 
hope some reasonable limit will be agreed on for 
this debate. Itseems to me the time of the House 
is too valuable at this period to be spent in this 
way. 

Mr. HARRINGTON: I must object to my 
colleague withdrawing his point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. No action having been taken 
on the appeal, the gentleman has the right to with- 
draw his question of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw it. - 

Mr. DAWES. Now, understanding that the 
sitting member desires to address the House fora 
short time, I will withdraw my motion to lay on 
the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
question of order, It was the understanding that 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Kine] was not 
to claim the floor while the motion to lay on the 
table was pending. If that motion did not pre- 
vail he was to havethe floor; butif it did prevail 
he did not want the floor, for then he would have 
his seat. : 


made such a statement, but he now asks the in- 
dulgence of the House for a few remarks, and 
under that appeal I have withdrawn my motion. 
Mr. WASHBURNE,of Illinois. Then I hope 
the motion will not be renewed, but that the House 
will vote on the question of which of these gentle- 
men is entitled to the seat. ° 
| Mr. SWEAT. I desire to make a suggestion 





to the House. I think the contestant will be satis- 
fied-to have the rest of his speech printed. If 
in order, I move that the privilege be extended to 
him. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that privilege will be 
granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to al- 
lowing the contestant to print the remainder of his 
remarks? 

There was no objection. 


| Mr. HARRINGTON. On that motion I de- | 


Mr. HARRINGTON. I demand the yeas | 


YEAS—Messrs. Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Kalbficisch, || 


Higby, Holman, Hooper, Jobn H. Hubbard, Hulbard, Inger- | 
soll, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Lazear, | | 
Loan, Longyear, Marcy, McClurg, McIndoe, Samuel F. Mil- 

ler, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Amos | 


Mr. HOLMAN. If it be in order 1 will with- | 


Mr.DAWES. The gentleman from Missouri | 


June |, 








| the House, which is that amember cannot speak 
longer than an hour, and cannot speak twice on 
the same subject while any other member desires 

| tospeak. 

| Mr.3WEAT. I ask unanimous consent of 

the House that the contéstant be allowed half an 

hour to reply. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that ina case where 
| the committee submits it without discussion, if 
|| the parties are permitted to speak one hour each, 
| that is all that can be asked of the House. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, if I had consulted 
|| my own feelings | am sure that, seeing whiat has 
| transpired in the House I would have agreed that 
| the contestant should have the time he asked 
to conclude his speech. And I state now that if 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Price] will with- 
draw his objection | will yet give way, and give 
the contestant an opportunity to do so. I have 
no objection, though it may be unfair to me, that 
he shall print a speech which I have not heard 
delivered, and which, therefore, | cannot reply 
to. I now ask the gentleman from Lowa if he is 
| still disposed to'stick to his position. 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, once for all I will 
|| say that my sole object in objecting to the con- 
|| testant concluding his speech was to save time. I 
|| have’been sick at heart with the manner in which 
| the time of the House has been squandered. 1 
| knew when I made my objection that I would be 
|| misunderstood, and that it would be attributed to 
| wrong motives. 1am only sorry that I did not 
|, commence -objecting at the beginning of the ses- 
| sion to any extension of time, for a man who can- 
not tell his story in an hour cannot tell it at all. 
| [Laughter.] That is my opinion. I do not with- 
draw the objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I approve 
1 the gentleman’s determination, and hope he will 
interfere in every such case that arises. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, this case is very 
different from any that has been presented to the 
House. It isa personal attack upon me. If it 
was only to be heard by the people of my district, 
I would not condescend to reply to any remark 
which the contestant has made. He commenced 
his canvass for Congress in June, and broughtit 
down to November. I never nret him, I never 
went to hear him, I never saw him, to counteract 
one single word that he ever uttered to the people 
of my district, although it was detraction and 
abuse of me from beginning to end. Why? Be- 
cause | had lived among those people more than 
| twenty-five years, and he had been there yet 
longer. I met him twice: once athis own county 
town, when-I was there holding court. I came 
in contact with him then for the first time; and I 
met him two weeks after that at the Liberty court, 
where my dutées called me. That was the second 
time I met him. These were the only times I ever 
met this contestant in the canvass. I knew what 
his course was. | have his circulars here in which 
he made the most outrageous misrepresentation 
of my true position that could possibly be con- 
.cocted. But I paid no attention to them. 

The burden of his charges was judicial and 
military tyranny. I have said, and I say now 
without fear of contradiction, that I have pre- 
sided over that circuit for some fourteen years, 
and that never, until it escaped from the lips of 
this contestant, have I ever heard that | ever was 
charged with judicial corruption. 

Now as to my military career. My heart has 
been in the defense of my country. I wasagainst 
the rebels. I was against the rebellion. In the 
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Mr. LE BLOND. Under the rules established || dark days of 18611 said that it was necessary 


| in contested-election cases, is not the contestant 

entitled to the closing speech if the sitting member 

makes his speech? . 
' TheSPEAKER. There is no standing rule on 
the subject. There have been two election cases 
in whieh that rule was adopted by unanimous con- 
sent; but in the absence of unanimous consent the 
gentleman must be confined to the hourrule. The 
contestant has spoken his hour, and therefore he 
is not entitled to the close. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the rule in the Bar- 
rett and Blair case. 

The SPEAKER. That was done by unani- 
mous consent on the suggestion of Mr. Phelps, 
of Missouri. It was also done twice during thi 
session. In this case no such arrangement was 

' made, and it is therefore governed by the rule of 


we should have troops. The rebels had posses- 
sion of the whole country, my own county as 
well as others. I had ason in command of a 
regiment of what were called six months’ men. 
It was found necessary to raise three years’ men. 
He ascertained that he was unable to leave his 
men, he being in command of raw recruits. | 
volunteered my services to raise his regiment. | 
applied to General Schofield, not to be commis- 
sioned, not to be a division inspector, not to be 
an aid, but to help my son to raise his regiment 
and to put it into the field. I applied to Genera! 
Schofield that when I had recruited a company | 
might muster them in and make anend of it. He 
said that he would arrange the matter; that he 
would get the Governor to appoint me an aid, 
with the rank and title of colonel of cavalry. He 
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said further, that when the Governor should ap- 
point me an aid with the rank of colonel of cav- 
alry, he would appoint me division inspector, and 
that under the law | would have the right to mus- 
ter into the service of the United States. General 
Schofield went to Governor Gamble and obtained 
a commission for me. Ht then brought it tome 
and appointed me division inspector, with author- 
ity to recruit a regiment. Here I have it under 
his own authority, in his own handwriting. I 
received it in the month ‘of December, during 
the winter of 1861-62, the coldest winter with 
perhaps the exception of last winter which we 
ever had in Missouri. The country was full of 
rebelé, and | was admonished by my friends not 
to undertake to raise a regiment. They told me 
that I would be killed. | could not get a Union 
man to travel around with me to raise a regiment. 
1 circulated a printed notice that | would be at 
certain places to receive recruits. 1 went through 
the different counties with a servant to guide my 
mules. By the lst of March I had a regiment 
ready. They were not mustered in until April, 
because the Government was pilable to furnish 
them clothing and outfits. 

So far as my duties were conterned they were 
ended in March. I| have never held any position 
since. True, 1 have not said to Governor Gamble 
to revoke my commission. He knew. that since 
then I have not been aid to the Governor. I have 
had nothing to do with the military since that, 
but | am proud to know that the military—and | 
have yet to learn that they ever thought other- 
wise—looked upon me as their friend when I be- 
came a candidate for Congress. I am proud to 
know that I had their sympathy and support. 

Now, I ask this House whgre the evidence is 
that the military interfered with the voting of any 
man in my district? There is none whatever. 
And I say further that there was no military 
order emanating from the commander of that dis- 
trict. General Cuftis was in command, and he 
did not, so far as I have learned ,énterfere directly 
or indirectly with the elections in that State. 

But what did our Governor do? At the in- 
stance of somebody, I know not who, he issued 
an order that men should be detailed at the vari- 
ous places of voting, not to see whether disloyal 
men voted, not to see that they did not vote, but 
to protect all legal voters, under the constitution 
and under the ordinance of Missouri, in voting 
just as they pleased. Although I did not ask for 
the order, | saw no objection to it; and I have 
never heard that on the day of election in my 
district any military man in any county or any 
precinct ever undertook to question the right of 
any man to vote. There was no military order 
fixing the qualification of voters. The ordinance 
of the convention of Missouri fixed the qualifica- 
tion of voters, and the judges of elections had the 
right to judge of those qualifications, What were 
those qualifications? The oath required to be taken 
by a voter was read before this House in the case 
of Loan and Bruce, and I will not trouble the 
House by reading it now. It prescribed the qual- 
ification of voters. Every voter had to take it, 
and there was no question as to whether a voter 
should take it or might vote without taking it, 
as every man, loyal or disloyal, had to take it. 
Under the ordinance of Missouri every man who 
came forward and took that oath was entitled to 
vote, F 

Now, it is saidthat I shaped my course so as 
to prevent men from voting. Thatis not true, 

Vell, this ordinance, as to the qualification of 
voters, says that any man who takes a false oath 
shall be subject to indictment for perjury; and 
further, that the judges of the courtshouid give that 
ordinance in charge to the grand jury. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, | always tried to do my duty while a 
judge, and I simply said tothe grand jury, “ Here 
is the ordinance in reference to the oath to be taken 
by voters, and itis made my duty to bring it to your 
consideration; and therefore | give the ordinance 
a charge.”” [ was bound todo that. The 
judge is not obliged to present to the grand jury 
a great part of the criminal law, but | generally 

gave the whole criminal code in charge to the 
grand jury, for every offense criminal by our 
laws was indictable. 

There was such a turmoil and strife in Mis- 
souri at that time that no man who was not there 
can imagine the state of excitementand the many 
wondrous opinions that mengot up. The coun- 
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| 
try was full of constitutional lawyers, some in- | 
terpreting the law and constitution one way, and || 





some another; and they were constantly asking me 


oath falsely and votes. I said upon the stump that 
if he takes the oath falsely heis liable tove indicted ; 
but after all, said I, it is a matter of conscience 
with the voter; but if he takes it he is entitled to 
vote. It is a matter of conscience with him, and 
I do not see how you can indict a man who will 
take the oath in that way. I urged further that 
it was their duty to vote, and that | wished them 
to vote. This is what my witnesses prove that 
[said tothepeople. Am I tobe held responsible 
for what Dick told Tom thatI said, and Tom told 
Jim, and Jim told somebody else? Not one in 
ten of these men heard my speeches; one heard 
one portion, and another another portion, and 
there are several of them that are unworthy of 
credit; and if | had believed that the testimony 
taken by the contestant would be admitted here, 
their evidence could have been disproved. 

Now, sir, let me relate to the House the man- 
ner in which this testimony of events at Russell - 
ville in my county was obtained. The deposi- 
tions which I took show that they were taken 
on the 10th of March, 1862. The deposition 
which the contestant took in reference to what I 
said at Russellville was taken in the November 
following. When he was at Richmond cross- 
examinimg my witnesses, he took Colonel Black 
out and asked him if he was at Russellville on the 
day I spoke. ‘© Yes,”’ said the colonel, ** 1 was 
there.”’ ‘*Did you hear Judge King speak?’’ 
‘I did.”? ‘* What was the purport of his speech 
in reference to the matter now under considera- 
tion?”’? ** Governor King made no such declara- 
tions as you charge upon him; he did not threaten 
that anybody should be put on the disloyal list; 
Lieutenant Emery was notupon the stand with 
him, but after the candidates had done speaking 
he made a speech.’’ ' 

Now, Lieutenant Emery is avery clever young 
| man, but afflicted with a good deal more zeal than 
discretion. He came down pretty heavily on 
Birch, and rebels generally, and he did talk 
something of what ought to be done with men 
that would vote for Birch., Colonel Black has 
stated that when Lieutenant Emery came down 
from the stand Governor King reprimanded him, 
took him to task, and told him that he regretted 
that he had heard such remarks fall from his lips. 
i did so, and told him that I wanted it understood 
that I was not responsible for such remarks, al- 
though he had been speaking very favorably of me. 
‘© Well,’’ said this young lieutenant, * | do not ask 

ou to be responsible; i responsible for what 
tre myself.” And everybody who knows the 
young man, knows that that is his temper, and 
| perhaps his greatest fault is a little more zeal than 
discretion. Out in our country men talk as they 
please. We do not muzzle men; and if friends 
of mine say indiscreet things, am I to be held re- 
sponsible? Jn our election discussions we gener- 
ally go into what may be called committee of the 
whole, where every man has a right to speak, 
| and if what a man says is not very interesting, he 
has hard work to get an audience. We have no 
previous question or hour rule there. I took the 
depositions of five witnesses, four of whom heard 
| what | said at Russellville, and the contestant did 
not ask any one of them a single question in ref- 
erence to what | did say. Why? Because he 
found that they would put meright. He waited 
until the next November, after | had left home to 
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a fellow by the name of Cox, whom he suborned 
and took up into his own county to obtain his 
deposition. .And who is this fellow Cox? I did 


re8ponsible men in the township in which he lives 
who teli me that they can get fifty men to swear 
that what he states in his deposiuon is a hie, and 
that he is unworthy of credit anywhere. 1 can 
prove that by the bestmen in my county. I knew 
nothing about this deposition until the contestant 
inveigled it into the hands of the Speaker, and had 
it referred to the Committee of Elections. 


But he took another deposition of a young man || 
of the name of Ellis,a refugee,a man who raised || 


| 
| the first secession company in my county,and who 


| brother-in-law in the southern army down in Mis- 


| where else. 
what is to be done with the man who takes this || 


| the deposition of Ellis. 


| and then each party has sixty 








| the 


| seat. 


these depositions | intended to object to their go- 
come on to Washington, to take the deposition of | 


not know who he was, but | have letters from | 
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not broken jail he would now have been serving 
his time in the penitentiary at Alton or some- 
He broke jail, and the last | heard of 
him he was in the gorge of the Rocky mountains. 
No notice was given to me of the intention to take 
I have a copy of the let- 
ter from him written to his brother-in-law, in 
which he says: “1 saw Judge Birch last week, 
and told him his proper place to be a candidate was 
for the congress at Richmond, not at Washing- 
ton.’? That is the only truth in the letter. 

I now want to state to the House how these 
depositions were got before the Committee of 
Elections. The law says that after the canvass- 
ers have declared the result of an election, any 
person desiring to contest the election shall give 
notice to the person getting the certificate within 
thirty days aher the canvassers have declared the 
result; and the 
shall have thirty 


erson receiving the certificate 
days longer to put in his answer, 
8 to take dep- 
ositions. After that time expir@¥ no deposition 
shalfbe taken in the case except by resolution of 
the House of Representatives. ‘The time expired 
for taking depositions on 10th March, 1862. But 
the contestant was in such a hurry that, ten days 
before the result was declared by the canvassers, 
he notified me that he would contest my seat. 
The notice was served on me on the 12th of De- 
cember, and the canvassers did not declare the 
result till the 12th. The contestant gave me no- 
tice at the same time that he would take deposi- 
tions; and the only batch of depositions I care a 
straw about were those which he took the identi- 
cal day the canvassers declared the result, on the 
12th of December, 1862. I paid no attention to 
the notice. It was not in accordance with the 
law, ‘The depositions were not, as the law re- 


| quires, immediately sealed up and sent to the 


Clerk of thé House. The testimony ofthe man 
who took them, and who was not authorized 
under the law to take them—a notary public—is 
that, at the request of the contestant, # laid them 
away subject to the order of the contestant. He 
put them in his safe, instead of sealing them and 
sending them to the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. ‘They lay there till the next May, 
when Jo. Hart, with his marauding band, passed 


| through the county, went to the court-house, 
| and among other things removed these deposi- 


tions and took them to the brush. Finding, as 


| the testimony shows, that they were private 


papers, and,as I say, that they would be of more 
use to his friend Birch than they could possibly 
be to him, he sent them back to Birch. Bireh 
carried them in his pocket without being seuled 
up till they were worn sleek. He went to the - 
Missouri convention and made a speech in which 
he said, ** Here are dgpositions which I have taken, 
and which I intend”to use at Washington ulti- 
mately, but it will do no harm to use them here,” 


| He quoted them, and they were printed in hig 


speech and circulated through the State, This 

contestant has had them in his possession since 
were so returned to him. 

he contestant took a number of other deposi- 

tions, but not a single one of them ever found its 


| way to the Clerk of the House of Represeatatives. 

| How did he get them before the Commitiee of 
| Elections? 
| league (Mr. Roxuins] to offer them. 


I learn that he had procured my col- 
He went 
to my colleague and said that he would be obliged 
ifhe would give notice that he would contest my 
I told my colleague that if he would offer 


ing to the Committee of Elections, This contestant 
finding that out, went to.the Speaker, and with all 
that bland palavering manner which he is 80 cae 
pable of, said, ** Here are my depositions. Mr. 
Roxuws is out of his seat; | would be glad if you 
would take them and lay them before the House, 
that they may go to the Committee of Electuions.”’ 
The Speaker, not knowing what they were, as a 
matter of course laid them before the House, 
and I, sitting in my seat, somewhat a novice in 
legislative affairs, made no objection. If I had 
known as much then as I do now, I would have 
risen in my place to a question of privilege aud 
brought the matter right up. But they were re- 
ferred in that way to the Committee of Elections, 


_ and when | named the matter to the Speaker, he 
afterwards wrote a most treasonable letter to hiss} 


| he did. 


said he knew nothing about it, and | have no idea 
He said to me that it was a good point 


| sissippi, for which he was arrested; and if he had |, to make before the Committee of Elections. I did 
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not want the Speaker to tell me that, for I thought 
so and intended to make the point. 

Well, as soon as | went before the Committee 
of Elections | filed the mation in a legal form to 
suppress these depositions. I will say I do not 
think the committee did precisely what they 
ought to have done with that motion. I have no 
desire to censure them, but I think they should 
have decided the motion for me or against me; | 
believe they ought to have decided for me; I am 
sure a majority of the committee would never 
have decided against me. They, in fact, only 
indirectly decided the question at all by referring 
the whole matter to the House with the statement 
that these depositions were not taken in accord- 
ance with law. Why, sir, there is not a justice 
of the peace in any township in any count in 
my district who would have hazarded his judicial 
reputation so far as to allow them to be read be- 
fore lim in any matter in controversy. If I had 
any indication that the committee would allow 
these deposi(f¥ns to be read in evidence against 
me, I would have asked permission to havettaken 
depositions to counteract them, for it would be 
very easy todo it. But the committee did not so 
decide as to make it necessary for me to do it. 
Not knowing, however, whether | was to be as- 
sailed by legal or illegal testimony, I took the 
precaution to take the affidavits of several gentle- 
men, and I wili read some of them simply to show 
the positions | took in that canvass, : 


«David P. Whitmer, of lawful age, being daly sworn 
according to law, deposeth and the following auswers 
makes to the interrogatories propounded by Joseph E. 
Black, agent of the aforesaid Austin A. King, contestee: 

** Question 1. State whether you live in the sixth con- 
gressional district of the State of Missouri, and in the coun- 
ty of the residence of Austin A. King, contestee as afore- 
said, and whether you heard the speeches of said King 
daring the last canvass for Congress in said congressional 
district, during which Austin A. King, James H. Birch, 
and others, were candidates to represent Said district in 
the Thirty-Eighth Congress. ? 

‘Answer, | reside in Richmond, in Ray county, Missouri, 
in the sixth congressional district in, said State,and heard 
part of the speeches of said King, (who lives in the same 
county that | do,) made by him in the canvass above al- 
luded to. T heard him in Richmond, in Carrollton, Kings- 
ton, Plattsburgh, and Liberty, but cannot say that [ heard 
his entire speech at either place. 

*“ Question 2. Have you read the charges preferred by 
James H. Birch, contestant as aforesaid, against Austin 
A. King, denying that the said King was legally elected to 
represent the sixth congressional district in the Thirty- 
Eighth Congress of the United Stites, and denying that 
the election was fairly and legally cOnducted, for reasons 
set forth in said charges? 

‘Answer. T have read what purports to be a copy of all 
charges, in the handwriting of said King, and which said 
Birch, now present,.admits to be sufficiently accurate for 
ali the purposes of this examination. 

* Question 3. Did you hear the speeches of said Austin 
A. King in said canvass? If so, state whether there was 
anything in them justifying the charge of judicial or mili- 
tary terrorism; and if so, what. 

‘Answer. Ia the parts of the speeches of said King in 
said canvass, as ] have above stated, | heard nothing, as I 
a justifylag the charge of military or judicial terror- 
sm. 

Question 4. State if you are anattorney in the judicial 
circuit in which said King presides as judge, and if you 
heard the charges of the said King to the grand jury in ref- 
erence to and In connection with the troubles of the cour 
try; and if so, whether or not they were such as became 
an impartial judge, and such as gave general satisiaction 
to the people. 

“Answer. I am an attorney-at-law, and was appointed 
circult attorney within and for the filth judicial circuit in this 
Sate about the time that the said King was appointed judge 
within and for the same, and I heard the charge of the said 
King at each court held since said appointment, with the 
exception of the court held at Kingstov last spring, and I 
thought that said charges, as by him given tothe grand jury 
in each case was such us became an impartial judge, and J 
heard nothing to the contrary but that-said charges gave 
general satisiaction to the people, so far.as I can now rec- 
ollect. J know [ have heard men of different parties com- 
mending said charges. 

Question 5. State what the said King said in‘ bis 
specehes to the people, while candidate for Congress as 
aforesaid, as to the duty of men entitled to vote, under the 
ordinance of the Missouri State convention, and their priv- 
ilege to do so. 


“ Answer. I heard him say that it was not only their 
privilege to vote, but that it was their duty to do so, as it 
would be a step in the right direction. 

** Question 6. What did said King say in his speeches in 
reference to his frequently being asked if disloyal men 
eould vote, and what did he say was his reply, and what 
did be say aboutmen a upon the disloyal list? 

‘* Answer. | have heard him say tréquently that he had 
stated, and advised persons, that men who were regarded 
as disloyal had a right to vote; and if my recollection now 
serves me right, | heard him make such statements in bis 
public speec in said canvass,and I heard him frequeatly 
say that men were often placed on the disloyal list against 
theif will, and for which they were not responsible. But 
as to men Whose names were pinced on the disloyal list at 
their own request, | think he stated, substantially, that he 
did not eee how a man could consistently take the conven- 
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tion oath and vote, who, by his own voluntary -act, had 
placed himself upon the record as disloyal, but that it was 


| a matter of conscience with them, 


Question 7. State whether the tenor of the speeches of 
the said James H. Birch were not calculated to obtain the 
favor of southern sympathizers, and to secure their votes, 
and,did they not vote tor him. 

Answer. I understood the speeches of Judge Birch, 
which I heard him deliver in said canvass, to be of such a 
character as to encourage men of southern sympathy to 
vote for him, and I can state that they were generally for 
him, and voted for him, so far as my observation extended, 
and I think they generally voted in my county. 

*€ Question 8. Did you not consider, then, from the char- 
acter of said Birch’s speeches, that he wished, by the sen- 
timents contained in his speeches, to curry favor with the 
southern sympathizers? 

“ Answer. I thought, from the tenor of his s 
that he was soliciting the votes and influtnce 
that class, 

** Question 9. Did you not hear many southern sympa- 


eches, 
men of 


| thizers say the reason they did not vote for James H. Birch 
| was because they had no confidence in him, although they 
| were pleased with his doctrines? 


“ Answer. I can state that I heard such talk, but that T 
cannot now state who it was that made such statements 

«George W. Dunn, of lawful age, being duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, deposeth and the following answers makes 
to the interrogatories propounded by Joseph E. Black, 
agent for the aforesaid Austin A. King, contestee : 

*« Question 1. State whether you live in the sixth congres- 
sional district of Missouri and in the county of the resi- 


| dence of Austin A. King, contestee aforesaid, and whether 


you heard the speeches of said King during the last canvass 

for Congress in said congressional district, during which 

Austin A. King, James H. Birch, and others were candi- 

dates to represent said district in the Thirty-Eighth Con- 
ss. 

“Answer. I live inthe sixth congressional district of the 
State of Missouri, in the county of Ray, being the same 
county in which Austin A. King, contestee, resides, and I 
heard a part of the speeches made by said King in the last 
canvass for Congress, in which he and James H. Birch and 
1 heard ajl of his speech in Rich- 
mond, and parts of his speeches in Kingston, Plattsburgh, 
and Liberty. 


‘Question 2, Have you read the charges preferred by 


| James H. Birch, contestant as aforesaid, against Austin A. 


King, denying that the said King was legally elected to rep- 
resent the sixth congressional district of the State of Mis- 
souri in the Thirty-Eighth Congress of the United States, 
and denying that the election was fairly and legally con- 
ducted, for reasons set forth in said charges? 

“Answer. | have read what purports to be a copy of 
charges of the said James H. Birch, (the same being now 
before me,) in the handwriting of said King, and which 
said Birch, who is now present, admits to be substantially 


| a copy of the charges. 


Question 3. Did you hear the speeches of said Austin 
A. King in said canvass? If so, state whether there was 
anything in them justifying the charge of judicial or mili- 
tary terrorism; and if so, what. 

“Answer. | have heard the speech of said King in Rich- 
mond in full, and parts of his speeches in Kingston, Platts- 
burgh and Liberty, (as already stated,) and I heard nothing 
from him that in my judgment justified the charges of judi- 
cial or military terrorism. If Ne had resorted to either I 
would not have voted for him. 

* Question 4. State if you are an attorney in the judicial 
circuit in which said King presides as judge, and if you 
heard the charges of the said King to the grand jury in ret- 
erence to and connection with the troubles of the country ; 
and if so, whether or not they were sucfi as became an im- 
partial judge, and such as gave general satisfaction to the 
people. 

‘+.4nswer. I am an attorney-at-law, engaged in the prac- 
tice of law in the circuit courts of the fifth judicial circuit, 
being the circuit in which the said King presides as judge, 
and I heard the charge of the said King as judge to the 
grand jury in Ray county in full, and I heard parts of his 
charges toegrand juries in some other counties, and what 
he said in said charges in reference to the troubles of the 
country, so far as [ heard said charges, was, in my opinion, 
such as became an impartial judge, and I have heard the 
charges commended by Union men and men of southern 
sympathies. 1 listened attentively to the entire charge in 
Ray county, and heard nothing in it that I deemed im- 
proper. His references to the troubles of the country were 
such as I expected from an able and upright judge. 

Question 5. State what said King said in his speeches 
to thé people while candidate for Congress, as to the duty 
of men entitled to vote under the ordinance of the Mis- 
souri State convention, and their privileges to do so. 

“Answer. There is considerable difficulty in pe 
jong after the speeches were made, what he said. The 
substance of what he said in his speeches to the people in 
reference to the right of the people to vote uuder the ordi- 
nances of the State convention, requiring an oath of the 
voters testing their loyalty and their duty to do so, was, 
that it was the right of every citizen of the State, 
ing the necessary qualifications of age and residence, who 
could take the oath prescribed by the convention, to take 
the oath and vote, and that he regarded it as their duty to 
do so, and said it was a step in the right direction. 

** Question 6, What did said King say in his speeches in 
reference to his frequently being asKed if disloyal men could 
vote, and what did he say was his reply; and what did he 
say about men being forced upon.the disloyal list? 

“Answer. Said King in hissaid speeches said that he had 
frequently been asked whether disloyal men could vote, and 
he said that his reply was that he could not see how a man 
who had voluntarily enrolled himself on the disloyal list 
eould take the oath preseribed by the convention and vote, 
but that it was a question for the conscience of the voter. 
He said that where a man had been placed upon the dis- 


loyal list by the enrolling officer _ the protestations of 
> 


the man who was being enrolled, this act of the enrolling 
officer ought not to deprive the man of his right to vote. 
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He said he did not think that an enrolling officer ought to 
force a man upon the disioyal list against his will, but that 
men ought to be encouraged in returning to their allegiance. 
He pointed out the inconsistency of aman voluntarily pla- 
cing himself on the record as a disloyal man, and then taking 
the convention oath, which presupposed that he was atthe 
time of taking it a loyal man; and said that the ordinance 
of the convention visited upon the party taking the oath 
falsely the penalties of perjury, but he (King) left it to his 
(the voter’s) conscience. 

“Question 7. State whether the tenor of the speeches of 
tite said James H. Bireh was not calculated to obtain the 
favor of southern sympathizers and to secure their votes, 
and did they not vote for him. 

“Answer. The tenor of the speeches of the said James 
H. Birch was calculated to win the favor of the southern 
sympathizers and obtain their votes, (they were better 
pleased with his speeches than, the speeches of either of 
the other candidates,) and most of the votes that he ob- 
tained in this county were of those called southern sympa- 
thizers. Some of them, however, voted for King, and some 
for Samuel.” 


That is what I said. Here was the order that 
loyal and disloyal men shouldenroll. Every man 
had a right to choose his position. And whena 
man said ‘* Put me on the disloyal list,”’ it wasa 
declaration, in fact, that he was against the Gov- 
ernment. Itputhim ina position to be Suspected, 
but, nevertheless, if he saw fit to take the conven- 
tion oath, I nevér said he ought not to be allowed 
to vote. I did say that I did not see how a man 
who declared himself disloyal to his Government 
could conscientiously vote, but that whether he 
would vote or not was a matter for his own con- 
science to decide. I say so now. 

I read again from the testimony of the same 
witness: 


** Question 8. Did you not consider, then, from the char- 
acter Of said Birch’s speeches that he wished, by the senti- 
ments contained in his speeches, to curry favor with the 
southern sympathizers? 

‘Answer. IT thought he regarded his positions as being 

more acceptable to men of southern sympathies than the 
positions of either of the other candidates, and that he re- 
lied mainly upon men of that class for his «lection. 
« * Question 9. Did you not hear many southern sympa- 
thizers say the reason they did not vote for James H. Birch 
was because they had no confidence in him, although the 
sentiments of his speeches pleased them well? 

‘Answer. I think [ have heard persons having southern 
sympathies, who praised his. speeches, express a want of 
confidence in him, but I cannot now designate any one 
wihro did so.”’ 


It was, however, to a great extent, from that 
class of men that he obtained his votes. I donot 
mean to say that all the southern men voted for 
him. Many did not vote for him, not because 
they were afraid to do so, but because, as they 
expressed themselves to me, they had no confi- 
dence politically in him. 

Now, sir, | desire to read one more affidavit. 


“James W. Black, of lawful age, being duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, deposeth and the tollowing answers makes 
to the interrogatories propounded by Joseph E. Black, 
agent of Austin A. King, contestee : , 

“Question 1. State whether you'live in the sixth con- 
gressional district of the State of Missouri, and in the 
county of the residence of Austin A. King, contestee 
aforesaid, and whether you heard the speeches of said King 
during the last canvass for Congress in said congressional 
district, during which Austin A. King, James H: Birch, 
and others were candidates to sepresentsaid districtin the 
Thirty-Eighth Congress. 

“Answer. L live in the sixth congressional district in the 
State of Missouri, in the county of Ray, being the same 
county in which Austin A. King, contestec, resides. I 
heard some of the speeches made by said King in the last 
canvass for Congress, in which be and James. H. Bireh and 
others were candidates. [ heard his speeches in Rich- 
mond, his speech at Lexington, and part of a speech at 
Russellville, Ray county. 

**Question2. Have you read the charges preferred by 
James H. Birch, contestant as aforesaid, against Austin A. 
King, denying that the said King was legally elected to 
represent the sixth congressional district of the State of 
Missouri in the Thirty-Eighth Congress of the United 
States, and denying that the election was fairly and legally 
conducted for reasons set forth in said charges? 

** Answer. I have read what purports to be a copy of the 
charges of the said James H. Birch (the same being now 
before me) in the handwriting ef said King, aud which said 
Birch admits to be substantially a copy of the charges. 

Question 3. Did you hear the speeches of Austin A. 
King insaid canvass? If so, stateif there wasanything in 
them justifying the charge of judicial or military teriorisim ; 
and if so, what. 

“ Answer. I heard the speeches of said King at Rich- 
mond, one at Lexington, and part of one at Russellville, 
Ray county. 1 did not hear anything introduced into those 
speeches that, in my judgment, would justify the charges 
of judicial or military terrorism. 

% Question 4. State if you are an attorney in the judi- 
cial circuit in which said King resides as judge, and if you 
heard the charges of said King to the grand jury in refer- 
ence to and in connection with the troubles of the coun- 
try ; and if so, whether or not they were such as became 
an impartial judge, and such as gave general satisfaction. 

“ Answer. Lam an attorney-at-law, engaged in the prac- 
tice of law at Bichmond, Missouri, it being in the judicial 
circuit in which said King presides as judge. I heard the 


charge of said King, as judge, to the grand jury in Ray 





ED or Sea RG 


- 
we 


re Se Sh Ie 
Ss re 


pa i eee ee 


Rea 


ie eae 


Axe 


<A 


Os EADS a isi REE 


melee 


9 ote 


a A emanepeette 


eee Se 
a . = 


es 


1864. 


county, atthe March term, A. D. 1862, and I heard noth- 
ing in this charge but what became an impartial judge. 
The impression it made upon the people, as far as I can 
Jearn, was a very favorable one. His reference to the 
troubles of the country was, in my estimation, such as 
should come from one clothed with the majesty of the law. 

« Question 5. State what said King said in his speeches 
to the people, while candidate for Congress, as to the duty 
of men entitled to vote uuder the ordinan¢e of the Missouri 
State convention, and their privilege to do so. 

“ Answer. So far as I can recollect, after the lapse of 
so much time since I heard the remarks of said King in 
reference to the right of the people to vote under the ordi- 
nance of the State convention, requiring an oath of the 
voters testing their loyalty and their duty to do so, was in 
substance as follows: that it was the right of every citizen 
of the State, (that was duly qgalified in respect to age and 
residence,) who would take the oath prescribed by the con- 
vention, to take the oath and vote; and he regarded it as 
incumbent upon him to do so, and expressed himself to the 
effect that it was a step in the proper direction. : 

“« Question 6. What did said King say in his speeches in 
reference to his being frequently asked if disloyal men 
could vote; and what did he say was his reply ; and what 
did he say about men being forced upon the disloyal list? 

«“ Answer. Said King in speeches that | heard took this 
position in reference to disloyal persons voting: that he 
could not see how a man who had voluntarily enrolled him- 
self in the disloyal list could take the oath prescribed by 
the State-convention ; but if he came foxward after volun- 
tarily enrolling himself disloyal and voted, it was a matter 
that rested with his own conscience. In relation to men 
being forced upon the disloyal list, the impression left upon 
my mind from the speeches of said King, and from conver- 
sations | had with him when acting as enrolling officer, was 
that no man should be placed upon the disloyal list unless 
he placed himself there voluntarily. As I understood said 
King’s views in this matter, men were to be encouraged in 
returning to their allegiance. 

‘* Question 7, State whether the tenor of the speeches of 
the said James H. Birch were not calculated to obtain the 
favor of southern sympathizers, and to secure their votes ; 
and did they not voie for him? 

“Answer. ‘The tenor of the speeches of the said James H. 
Birch was, in my judgment, of such a character as to con- 
ciliate the favor of the southern sympathizers, and induce 
them to vote for him. His speeches were more favorably 
received by them than the speeches of either of the other 











candidates. The most of the votes received in Ray county - 


by the said James H. Birch were from southern sympa- 
thizers. 
some for Samuel. 

‘Question 8. Did you not consider, from the character 
of said Bireh’s speeches, that he wished, by the sentiments 
contained in his speeches, to curry favor with the southern 
sympathizers? ° 

“Answer. It was my opinion, on hearing said Birch’s 
speeches, that he considered the views he took on the po- 
Jitical questions of the day as more in accordance with the 
views of the southern syinpathizers than the views of the 
other candidates, and that he appeared to rely, in a great 
measure, on this class of voters to secure his election. 

** Question 9. Did you not hear many southern sympa- 
thizers say the reason they did not vote for James H- Birch 
was because they had no confidence in hiin, although the 
sentiments of his speeches pleased them well? 

‘Answer. | have heard some southern sympathizers say 
thatthey liked the speeches ofsaid James H. Birch, but that 
they put no confidence in him. I could not at the present 
time pvint out who those persons were. 

*© Question 10. State what military position you hold. 

“Answer. I hold the position of lieutenant colonel in the 
fifty-first regiment enrolled Missouri militia, and am at 
present in command of the military post at Richmond, Mis- 
souri. 

‘‘ Question 11. Please state, if the only manner in which 
said King has been engaged in the military line was not last 
winter in recruiting a regiment for the United States service 

“under his son, Colonel Walter King, and if thatregiment did 
not go to the southwest part of the State last spring, and has 
not been in this district since, and if said King did not, by 
his efforts, put the regimentin the field when it was thought 
no one else would be able to do it. 

“Answer. The only manner in which | have known said 
King to be engaged in the miiitary line was Jast winter in 
recruiting a regiment for the United States service under 
his son Colonel Walter King. This regiment went to the 
southwest part of the State Jast spring, and has not returned 
to this district since. 1t was the impression through this 
county that said King put this regiment into the field by 
his persevering efforts when no one else would have been 
able to have effected it.” 


Right here I want to say, in reference to the 
remark of the contestant that I changed my posi- 
tion in order to get into his party, that it is the 
last thing I should do. God forbid thatI should 
ever seek to get into any party in which he is 
recognized. During his political career for the 
last thirty years he has belonged to every party 
known in Missouri, and he never belonged to one 
but to betray it. What party he belongs to now 
God only knows, for I cannot trace him at all. 
If knew where he thought his interest was, I 
could tell. He split from the party to which | 
belonged in 1849, and went off 
men whose leaders have become traitors, and who 
then sought to break down and destroy the only 
ary man Missouri ever had, Colonel Benton. 


ut he was aman that Colonel Benton would not 


deign to meet in the canvass, though repeatedly 
invited to do so, 


_ The contestant has been a standing candidate 
in my State for Congress now for more than thirty 





Some of them, however, voted for King, and. 





with a band of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


y «ts! He has sought this position in the ranks 
of erety PANY. and on every side of every ques- | 
tion. e now ought to be content. He has | 


achieved the privilege of making a speech in this 
Hall, and this has been the summum bonwm of his 
ambition, which ought now to be gratified. He 
has strutted his brief hour on the stage-here; he 
has loomed up, like the frog in the fable, to his 
largest proportions in the American Congress; 
and, although he has made a speech which would 
disgrace any other living man, he need have no 
fear that his reputation will be damaged by that 
or any other act which he may perform. Itisa 
fixed fact. He has never gone through with a 
canvass without the man he was opposing refus- 
_ speak to him or to allow him to speak to him, 

hy? There were no moral restraints upon his 
conduct during a canvass. He set out first to be 
a candidate for Governor. The convention said 
that the election should come on in August. He 
took it into his head to be Governor. He went 
to Price’s army at Springfield. He was there on 
Christmasday. Hesaw General Price, Governor 
Jackson, and all the leading rebels of Missouri. 
What they talked over I do not know, but I have 
heard him say that he was given the privileges of 
the camp, and, by special invitation, dined with 
General Price, and helped him demolish a gob- 
bler thatday for dinner, and while the champagne 
was being indulged in, that this contestant was 
invited to go back and put himself upon the south- 
ern ‘‘chute.” If they had elected bim Governor 
we would have been in a worse fix than we were 
with Claiborne F. Jackson. 1 know both men, 
and I would take Jackson before the contestant. 
He announced himself as a candidate for Gov- 
ernor, and set out to make the canvass, making 
addresses all over the State. It was all the loyal 
men could do to prevent his being arrested. Finally 
he got down to the Springfield district. He there 
made a specch and was arrested for his treasona- 
ble speech and sent to St. Louis. After some 
time he was discharged by the. provost marshal, 
but I do not know how. 

AsI havesaid he was a candidate for Governor. 
In June the convention met, and they concluded 
that it was best not to have the election for Gov- 
ernor before next November. There was no 
chance left for him then but to become a candi- 
date for Congress. He at once issued a circular 
which I have here. I will not show the position 
he g&ve me, but it.is false in every particular. He 
said that the St. Louis Democrat was saying that 
he ought to be arrested; that the St. Louis Gnion 
was **down on him,’’and soon. When | came 
to inquire into it I found that all the loyal papers 
of Missouri were doing the very thing of which 
he complains here to-day. Am I to blame for 
what was caused by his own misconduct? He 
was arrested because he was producing a spirit 
of insubordination. 

But to pass on. This contestant throughout 
the canvass for Congress made several speeches; 
but, as I have already said in the opening of my 
remarks, 1 only met him at two places. 1 made 
a speech at Plattsburgh in which I said nothing 


calculated to arouse him. My constituents know | 


that I did not shun him because I dreaded him. 
He got up in Plattsburgh after I spoke, and as- 
sailed me in such a way that | confess 1 made up 
my mind, as near as I could, ‘‘to skin him alive” 
at the Clay court. AndIdidit. I think I drew 
him to the life, and after{ was through I told the 
people I had not to go abroad to prove the truth 
of what | said. I appealed to the old citizens 
of Clay county for the truth of what I said, and 
I was answered that I could prove it. I had de- 
nounced him asa traitor. “He tried to make the 
people believe that I, although a slaveholder, 
was willing to sacrifice all their interests in refer- 
ence to slave property, and was really an aboli- 
tionist. That was no new thing to me, because 
when they attacked Colonel Benton they classed 
me with the abolitionists. When I denounced 
the invasion of Kansas | was called an abolition- 
ist. When | denounced the repeai of the Mis- 
sourl compromise as injurious to our infrest, | 
was again ranked with the abolitionists. And 
the contestant attacks me in a circular, because 


in some heated moment, when the question was | 
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to peace and harmony, I will not only give up all 
| the negroes | have, and all my other possessions, 


yea, but I will, at my advanced age of life, start 


the world anew, if to do so will restore harmony 
and peace to my country.”’ 


That is what | said 
then, and thatis the way I feelto-day. For that 
the contestant charged me with being an abolition- 
ist. 1 was willing to bear all that. 

I havea letter here showing that the contestant 
made a speech last October, a month before he 


came on her®t, in which he said: 


 [ hold out the olive-branch to this rebellion ; ifthe rebels 
will take it, with all their rights to their negroes and every- 
thing else, then it will be right; but if they refuse to ac- 
cept this, then I am for letting them go in peace. And 
I will never vote a man ora dollar of money to carry on 
this war as longas that proclamation of the President stands 
in the way.” 

Jeff. Davis wants no better offer than this. 

I said I regretted that the proclamation was 
issued, and denied the authority of the President 
to issue it. I said it was not worth the paper it 
was written on only so faras it could be enforced 
a the Army and Navy of the United States. 

hat is my opinion to-day. I believe the Presi- 
dent could accomplish all he desired by his Army 
and Navy. I maintained before the people the 
right of our Army when it goes into the South to 
lay their hands upon everything they can seize, 
and to take away from the rebels everything 
which would strengthen us and weaken them. 1 
quoted to sustain me the law of nations upon the 
subject. I contended that the rights of non-com- 
batants should be respected. ‘There were thou- 
sands and thousands of non-combatants in the 
South, and the President’s proclamation did them 
injustice. But that proclamation I could not con- 
trol, and I declared then, as I declare to-day, that 
altyough anattemptis made to enforce it, | would 
not therefore turn traitor to my country, but 
would get dlong with it the best t copht. 

With reference to the ldws that had been or 
might be passed, I said that though they might 
be inexpedient or unconstitutional, yet until they 
are declared unconstitutional or are repealed by 
Congress they are the laws of the land to me, 
and | never publicly or privately uttered a senti- 
ment against a submission to or support of any 
laws passed by Congress in reference to this re- 
bellion. ‘Many of them I found objectionable; 
but I said if they were of such vital importance 
in their nature 1 would endeavor to amend them 
here; and if unconstitutional, that those who had 
a right to make a case should do so and bring it 
before the Supreme Court of the United States; 
and that if the Supreme Court should declare them 
unconstitutional they would then cease to be the 
law of the land to me; if constitutional, I would 
feel myself bound by them. That was the posi- 
tion I took then, and that is the position | take 
now. No gentleman upon either side of the 
House will object tothat. The decisions of that 
tribunal I am willing to stand by. 

[ have no opinions to change in reference to this 
rebellion. I have no terms to make with rebels 
with arms in their hands, and who are trying to 
shoot down me and mine. But when they cease 


| their rebellion and come in and seek the benefit 


of the amnesty proclamation I cannot find it in 
my heart to want to scalp or murder or assassin- 
atethem. I will watch them when they lay down 
their arms, and no man who has been a promi- 
nent leader in getting up this rebellion will ever 
receive my vote for any office whatever, because 
we might get into a position where he might de- 
ceive mea second time. I desire peace, but | 
know of no way of getting it except by breaking 
the armed power of that military tyranny which 
has borne down and oppressed the South. 

lam a southern man. Not a drop of blood 
courses through my veins that is not thoroughly 
southern. Theremainsof my fatherand mother, 
my brothers and sisters lie moldering in south- 
ern soil. My relatives are all there, and | must 
be allowed to have some feeling for the South, 
but | scorn their treason, and detest and hate the 
traitors. Lam for carrying on this war vigor- 
ously. Let the traitors lay down their arms and 
acknowledge the supremacy of the Constitution 
if they desire peace, and when they do that I will 
be ready to tale about terms, but not until they 


asked, ‘* What will you do with the negroes; will || do it, for they are the aggressors. 


you give them up, or resist the Government when || 


I knew that General Doniphan heard several of 


they attempt to takethem from us?’’ | said ‘‘ If to || my speeches during the canvass, and | wrote to 
give up my negroes will restore the Government || him and propounded certain questions to him, tell- 
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ing him that it might become necessary for me to 
take his deposition. He tells me that he heard 
me speak at Plattsburgh on the question who was 
entitied to voteand who was not, and that he has 
read the depositions. 
Bays: 


“| have placed your questions together, so that my an- 
swer may be brief and free from repetition. I heard your 
speech mainly at Plattsburgh on the day indicated. When 
I entered the court-room I was informed you had been 
speaking about fifteen minutes. I heard all your speech 
after | came, and also Judge Birch’s. When [ had been 
listening to you about twenty-five or thirty minutes you 
commenced answering some questions you said had been 
propounded to you touching the right of voting under the 
late ordinances of the State convention. 
first to assert that it was the duty and privilege of ull legal 
voters to vote at the approaching election; that it would 
be a recognition of the provisional government and of the 
success of civil government in the State for a full vote to 
be cast. My recollection is that you then divided the cit- 
izens into three classes: 1. That all men who then were 
and had been engaged actively in the rebellion to overthrow 
the Government had the right to dangle at the end of a rope. 
2. That those who in the enrollment of the militia (that 
wasjust terminating) had voluntarily enrolled on the dis- 
joyal list would have to take the convention oath of loyalty,, 
and the ordinance made it perjury to take it falsely; but 
that as all men had a right to change, that you left it with 
the conscience of each to judge and act for himself, but 
such voting would have a very bad appearance. 3. That 
ail voters who had enrolled on the loyal list, and ail those 
who had been forced to enroll on the disloyal against their 
expressed wishes at the time, had the right to vote, and it 
would be the most effectual means of showing their loyalty 
by taking the oath and voting; that a military commander 
had no right or power to force any man on the disloyal list 
against his wishes,and that it was against the policy of the 
Government. : 

‘*T was at the courts of Ray, Clay, and Clinton at every 
term while you were judge. I never saw anything savor- 
ing of unfairness or improper conduct. Your charges to 
the grand juries, several of which I heard, I thought emi- 
nently patriotic and + ene to our then distracted con- 
dition. I never heard or saw anything savoring of terror- 
ism, or using your official position to advance your poljical 
purposes, I have read the evidence of several gentl@men 
taken by Judge Birch, and regret that our recollections of | 


the tenor of your speech, should so far differ, for I know || 
these gentlemen are as incapable of bearing false testimony || 


as myself; but on the other hand it affords me real pleas- 
ure that my old and valued friend, Judge Dunn, (whose 
judgment and memory are seldom at fault,) recollects your 
speeches substantially as [ do. 

“This is but a synopsis of your positions; of course ina | 


| 
short and hasty letter no more could be expected.’’ | 


Sir, he might well say that, for he has lived 
im my circuit ever since | was made a judge in 
the spring of 1837, and I held the office until I 
was made Governor, and have lately held it for | 
two years since that time. The whole country 
was in an uproar. The Governor of the State 
sent me a commission asking me to try and put | 
our courts Into operation. 
ernor that I did not want the position, as I in- 
tended to beacandidate for Congress. When the 
people of the circuit ascertained that I was about | 
to abandon the office, I was importuved by mem- 
bers of the bar and by the people of the circuit to 
hold on to it ow the ground that having been judge 
so long, | could do more to bring order out of 
chaos than any other man in the cireuit. Under 
these circumstances I continued to hold the office. | 
In the brief which this contestant has published | 
he states that he had offered his services to the 
Governor for any position from that of county 
judge up to that of judge of the supreme court; 
but the Geverece gave him no position; and why? 
Because he knew him too well. 

| submit the case to the House, and leave it to 
be disposed of by the House as it may deem right. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the 
following tides; when the Speaker signed the | 
same: 

An act(H. R. No. 120) to reéstablish the prin- 
cipal pert of entry for the district of Champlain | 
at Plattsburgh, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) relative to the 
claim and letters patent of William Wheeler Hub- 
bell; 

An act (H. R. No. 474) to amend an act rela- 


| 
| 





I understood you | 


J read from hisletier. He | 





tive to the public printing; and 
An act to repeal the first section of a joint res- 


olution relative to the transfer of persons in the 
military service to the naval service. 


DAKOTA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. SCOFIELD, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, made a minority report in the contested- 
election case of Todd and Jayne; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


| 
| 





I wrote to the Gov- || 





| 
' 


| Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


| 


MISSOURL CONTESTED ELECTION—AGAIN. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 


|| contested-election case from the sixth congres- 


sional district of Missouri. 
Mr. DAWES. I now move to lay the whole 


| matter on thé table. 


| 
[. Task the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to withdraw that motion that 


report. 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot, inasmuch as I make 
this motion under instructions from the commit- 
tee. 

The question was taken on Mr. Dawes’s mo- 
tion, and it was rejected; there being, on adivision 
—ayes 45, noes 50. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That neither Austin A. King nor James A. 
Birch is entitled to a seat in this House as a Representa- 


tive inthe Thirty-Eighth Congress from the sixth congres- 
sional district of Missouri. 


Mr. UPSON. I move that the resolution be 
laid upon the table, and upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 52, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Baily, Brooks, Broomall, James 
8. Brown, Coffroth, Cole, Dawes, Donnelly, Eckley, Eliot, 
English, Frank, Ganson, Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, 
John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Long- 
year, Marey, Marvin, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
James R. Morris, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Charles ONeill, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Radford, James 8S. Rollins, Schenck, Shan- 
non, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Thayer, Upson, 
Wadsworth, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Wheeler, Wilson, Windom, Woodbridge, and Yeaman—852. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Alley, Ames, Ancona, 
Anderson, Arnold, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blow, Boyd, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Thomas 'T. Davis, Denison, 
Driggs, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Finck, 
Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Holman, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Philip Johnson, Kelley, 


I may offer a resolution as an amendment to the 


I now offer the fol- 


| Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Knapp, Le Blond, 


Loan, Long, Morrison, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Orth, 
Patterson, Pendleton, Price, William H. Randall, John H. 
Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Stiles, Tracy, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Williams, Wilder, and Fernando Wood—56. ~ 





| 
| 
| 





So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved the previous 
quéstion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman from IIli- 
nois will allow me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I decline to yield; the 
gentleman has had his hour. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, is a mo- 
tion to recommit in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, under the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will hear the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the report of the Committee of Elections 
in the contested case of Birch against King, from the sixth 
congressional district of Missouri, be recommitted, with 
instructions that the committee dispose of aud decide the 
motion filed by the contestee King to suppress certain 
depositions taken by contestant Birch; and in deciding said 
motion the committee are instructed to exclude depositions 
not taken in pursuance of the law regulating testimony in 
contested-election cases. 


Mr.FARNSWORTH. Ideclineto withdraw 
the previous question for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pepnsylvania, Then I 
insist upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 


to adjourn. 


The previous que®tion was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, which was first on agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by Mr. Fannswortn. 

r. ELDRIDGE. I move thatthe House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being on the adoption of the sub- 
stitute, on division, there were—ayes 38, noes 58. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded the yeas and 
nays. ' 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 39, nays 72; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ames, Ancona, An- 
derson, Baxter, Blow, Boyd, Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, Dawson, Denison, Driggs, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, 
Farnsworth, Garfield, Harrington, Charlies M. Harris, Hol- 
man, Jenckes, Philip Johnson, Kaibfleisch, Orlando Kel- 
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logg, Knapp, Le Blond, Long, Morrison, Pendleton, Wil- 
liam H. Randall, Edward H. Roilins, Ross, Stiles, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Wil- 
liams, and Fernando Wood—39. 

NAYS—Messts. Alley, Allison, Arnold, Baily, Augustus 
C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Brooks, 
Broomall, James 8. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Coffroth, 
Dawes, Donnelly, Eckley, Eliot, English, Finck, Frank, 
Ganson, Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, Griswold, Haile, Hard- 
ing, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, In- 

ersoll, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Kernan, Littlejohn, 

ongyear, Marcy, Marvin, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Mor 
ris, James R. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nel- 
son, Noble, Odell, Charles O’Neill, Perham, Pike, Pome- 
roy, Price, Radford, John H. Rice, James S. Rollins, Sco- 
field, Shannon, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Thayer, 
Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, William B. Washburn, 
Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, 
Woodbridge, and Yeaman—72. 


So the substitute was rejected. 
The question then recurring on the motion to 


| discharge the committee from the further consid- 





eration of the subject, it was put and decided in 
the affirmative. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House take a 
recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I should 
like to know whetherthe gentleman proposes that 
there shall beany business transacted to-night. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose that the session shall 
be held under the rules of the House. 


BLAIR VS. KNOX. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to give notice that 
to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, [ will call up the contested-election case 
of Blair and Knox. 

Mr. STILES moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEY demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at five o’clock) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 2, 1864. 


“Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Bowman. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move to dispense with the 
further reading of the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. The Chair 
hears no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of men 
and women of the United States, praying for the 
abolition of slavery, and for such an amendment 
of the Constitution as will forever prohibit its 
existence in any portion of the Union; which 
were referred to the select committee on slavery 
and freedmen. 

Mr. SUMNER presented twenty-three peti- 
tions of men and women of the United States, 
praying for the abolition of slavery, and for such 
an amendment of the Constitution as will forever 
prohibit its existence in any portion of the Union; 
which were referred to the select committee on 
slavery and freedmen. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TEN EYCK, fromthe Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 
450) to provide for the repair and preservation of 
certain public works of the United States, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John Pridgeon, of 
Detroit, Michigan, praying that an American 
enrollment may be granted to the Canadian-built 
propeller Michigan, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. 
No. 307) to regulate commerce among the several 
States, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. 
No. 195) for the relief of Margaret L. Stevens, 
widow of General Isaac 1. Stevens, reported it 
without amendment, and adversely. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILKINSON asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill(S. No. || 
295) making additional grant of lands to the State 
of Minnesota, in alternate sections, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad in said State; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
296) in relation to the fees and emoluments of the 
marshal, attorney, and clerk of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- || 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 297) mak- || 
ing a grant of land to the Territories of Dakota | 
and Montana, in alternate sections, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad in said Territories; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


FORT PILLOW MASSACRE. 


Mr. FOSTER submitted the following resolu- 5 

tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed || 
to inquire whether any further legislation is necessary to || 
provide suitable relief for the widows and children of the || 
colored soldiers in the service of the United States who i 
| 





| 
| 
| 
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were lately massacred at Fort Pillow; and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. McDOUGALL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous || 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be | 
instructed to inquire and report what legislative action, if 
any, is necessary in regard to the reciprocity treaty with | 
Great Britain; and whether it be desirable, if the treaty, 
continue in force, that the Pacific coast should be included 
in its operation ; and that, in view of the foregoing, the 
committee be instructed to report to the Senate upon the 
commercial results of the treaty thus far. 





NATIONAL CURRENCY BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted.the following res- | 

olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That three thousand additional copies of the 
act to provide a national currency be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 





BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United | 
States, by Mr. Nicoray, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President of the United States 
had yesterday approved and signed the following | 
acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. No. 65) to provide for the payment 
of the claims of Peruvian citizens, under the con- 
vention between _the United States and Peru of | 
the 12th of January, 1863; . 

An act (S. No. 248) in relation to franked mat- 
ter; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 57) to amend the | 
charter of the city of Washington. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuersony, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. No. 395) to provide a national currency, se- 
cured bya pledge of United States bonds, and for 
the circulation and redemption thereof. | 


COLLEGE RANCHO. 


Mr. CONNESS. _I move to postpone all prior 
orders and take up House bill No. 179, concern- | 
ing lands in the State of California, which was 
referred to the Committee on’ Public Lands and 
reported by them favorably. Itis abill that will 
excite no debate. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The patent of the United States was issued on 
the 28th of February, 1861, to Joseph 8. Ale- 
many, as the bishop of Monterey, and his suc- 
cessors, for the tract of land or rancho known 
as Cafiada de los Pinos, or College Rancho, situ- 
ate in the county of Santa Barbara, California, 








| expressed or implied in the patent, grant, con- 


| part of the United States, for the purposes of the | 


| ions, or covenants. 


_ been reported favorably by the Committee on Pub- 


**to have and to hold”’ the same to himand them || 


‘in trust for the religious purposes and uses’’ 
therein mentioned. The bill proposes to allow | 


| 


i 








Joseph S. Alemany and his successors, as the 
grantees of the patent, to lease, mortgage, or scll 


the rancho or any part thereof, and to apply the || 
proceeds under the direction of the Roman Cath- | 
olic archbishop of San Francisco, and his success- 
ors in office. or other proper authority of the Ro- | 
man Catholic church in the State of California, for | 
the purposes of education anywhere within that 
State, anything in the patent or in the original 
grant or concession of the rancho, or other title 
whereby the same was acquired from and under 
the authorities of Spain or Mexico, tothe con- | 
trary notwithstanding; and all trusts, conditions, 
provisions, or covenants, precedent or subsequent, | 


cession, or title to the contrary, and all breaches 
of the same, are by the bill waived, abrogated, 
discharged, dispensed with and released on the 


act; and any conveyance or disposition made in 
pursuance of itis to operate to pass the estate or 
interest conveyed or disposed of free and dis- 
charged from ail such trusts, conditions, provis- 





Mr. CONNESS. I wish to say in explana- 
tion of this bill that it ts a House bill which pro- 

oses to authorize the Catholic archbishop of Cal- 
ifornia to sell a certain ranch or estate located in 
the county of Santa Barbara in that State, which 
was confirmed by the courts of the United States 
and a patent issued to him as an officer of that 
church, as the patent described ‘* in trust for the 
religious purposes and uses’’ of that religious 
body. ‘This bill proposes to authorize the arch- | 
bishop and the ecclesiastical authority he repre- 
sents to sell this property and to apply the moneys 
derived from the sale to the general purposes of ed- | 
ucation among their people in the State. As the 
grant was made with this condition it is deemed 
by them necessary to obtain this additional au- 
thority from Congress. That is all that the bill 
contams. There is no question in regard to it. | 
I hope it will be canned without any more con- | 
sumption of time. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Has this bill been before 
the Committee on Public Lands and been re- 
ported by that committee ? . 

Mr. CONNESS. It isa House bill which has 





lic Lands of the Senate. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I observe that the last 
three or four lines of this bill are in these words: 


And any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance 
thereof shall operate to pass the estate or interest conveyed | 
or disposed ef tree and discharged from all such trusts, con- 
ditions, provisions, or covenants. 


I do not like such provisions in acts of Con- | 
gress. I know nothing about thiscase. My at- | 
tention has just been called to it. If the bill sim- 
By proposes to surrender all interest the United 
States has got I have no objection to it; the Uni- 
ted States do net want to claim anything about it; 
but to undertake to determine what may be the 
effect of this surrender on third parties, if there 
are any third parties, | think is a dangerous spe- 
cies of legislation. 

Mr. CONNESS. I explained it when up be- 
fore. This land comprises what is known as one 
of the old missions of California. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How much land is it? 

Mr. CONNESS. That is not stated in this 
bill. I suppose itis severalleagues. Itis a Mex- 
ican grant comprising one of the California mis- 
sions. When up betore I stated that in the de- 
cree of confirmation by our courts the confirmation 
was made in trust for the religious purposes and 
uses of that Christian denomination. It was by 
reason of their religious organization that they 
were in possession of a title from the Government 
of Mexico to that land, and we, as we agreed to 
do, confirmed their title. They now ask for ad- 
ditional authority to dispense with that condi- 
tion, so that they may apply the proceeds of the 
sale of those lands for the purposes of general 
education among their people; and, as a matter of 
course, it is provided in the lines read by the Sen- 
ator that the title that they shall give under that 
sale shall be free from the restriction imposed in 
the act of confirmation. That is all there is in it. 
_ Mr. MeDOUGALL. I suppose there is noth- 
ing in this bill except simply giving the jus dis- 
poRendi fully where the party holds an eleemos- 
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| Same authority; but as the title is helc ’ 
| tent under the United States, it is necessary for 


| discharge them from any other trust. 
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the United States to clothe him with the jus dispo- 
nendi. There can be no possible objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think the Seng- 
tor from California understood the suggestion that 
I made. I have no objection to this bill; Ido not 
wish to be considered as opposing it if it is satis- 
factory to the Senators from California; but the 
suggestion that I made was that this grant is a 
Mexican grant, as I understand, confirmed by our 
courts; and, according to the terms of the grant 
as confirmed by the courts, it is coupled with cer- 
tain conditions. That I understand from the bill. 

Mr. CONNESS. In trust for the religious pur- 
poses and uses of that church. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is agrant by the Mex- 
ican Government coupled with certain conditions 
and confirmed by the courts, if | understand the 
character of it. That being so, is it competent 
for the Government of the United States to change 
those conditions? If the bill simply provided 
that the Government of the United States released 
any title it might have, there could be no objec- 
tion to it. If the Senator from California is sat- 
isfied that it is proper for the Government to re- 
lease them from the conditions imposed in the 
grant by Mexico as confirmed by the court, I 
have nothing to say about it. That is the only 
suggestion I have to make in regard to it. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The title in the arch- 
bishop of San Francisco is derived from the United 
States; it is held under our patent, and our patent 
defines the trust; and the reason for asking the 
legislation of Congress is to conform to that old 
maxim that governs the law, Cujus est dare ejus 
estalisponere: he who makes the grant may direct 
and controi it to a certain extent; that is, we can 
release these parties from (he conditions that re- 
strain them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So far as we are con- 
cerned; but does not the bill go further than that? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I do not see any possi- 
ble objection to it. 

Me. TRUMBULL. The last clause of it pro- 
vides: 

And any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance 
thereof shall operate tv pass the estate or interest conveyed 
or disposed of tree and discharged from all such trusts, con- 
ditions, provisions, or covenants. 

If it added, ‘‘so far as the United States are 
concerned,’’ there could be no objection to it, 

Mr.CONNESS. The United States could not 
There is 
no question as to the title of this land. The Uni- 
ted States has parted with its title. It has pa- 
tented the land to this religious body. ‘They sim- 
ply ask for a modification of the confirmation of 
their title, so that the proceeds of the land may 
be diverted in part from religious uses and pur- 
poses to educational uses and purposes. What 
objection can there be to that? It seems most 
extraordinary that there should be any objection; 
but it is our misfortune that no question can be 

resented here from our State that is not impeded 

y objections of this character. 

Mr. HARLAN. My recollection of the char- 
acter of this claim, I perceive, is erroneo'is from 
the statement made by the Senator from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Conness.] It was examined, if I re- 
member correctly, by the Senator from Oregon, 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands, not 
now in his seat, (Mr. Hanpina;] and, if my 
memory is correct, he represented it as being a 
small church property in the country worth buta 
few hundred dollars, and that the proprietors de- 
sired to sell it and to invest the money in other 
property somewhere else. The committee saw 
no objection to authorize them to sell their prop- 
erty and reinvest the money somewhere else; but 
the Senator from California says that it includes 
several leagues of land. 


Mr. CONNESS. I presumeitdoes. Ido not 
say that it ia so. 
r. McDOUGALL. I think not. I believe 


it is a small mission tract that is left there. 

Mr. CONNESS. It may be a very small es- 
tate. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
the orchard and mission house. 

Mr. CONNESS. But I cannot perceive how 


where t ' i ; “ 
ynary trust, giving him the right tocontrol it for that enters into the question at all. ‘The property 
the purpose of disposition or sale. He might pos- || is theirs, and it is simply for us to say whether 


. 


I believe it only includes — 
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we will modify the condition that was coupled 


to use it for educational purposes instead of re- 
ligious purposes. That ts all there is of it. It 
is not a question that we have much to say about 
on the modification of that condition. It is no 
matter about the extent of the estate; we have 
confirmed it to them; itis their property ‘ for re- 
ligious purposes.”’ They ask us to modify that 
condition so that they may use it for the pur- 
poses of common education among their people. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think it would be well 
enough to let it go over. I should like to look 
into it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I object to that. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row, 

Mr. CONNESS. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. I trust the bill will not be 
postponed. | do not see that anybody except the 
California delegation is interested in this matter, 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 wish to say this merely: 
this bill was referred by the Senate to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and to some extent I 
suppose the Committee on Public Lands is an- 
swerable for the character of information to be 
presented to the Senate to inform its judgment in 
order that it may arrive at a correct conclusion. 
As the chairman of that committee, I now state 
to the Senate that I am not satisfied that the com- 
mittee was well informed as to the facts in the 
ease, and I ask that the bill may go over until we 
may obtain the necessary information. If the 
Senate choose to act on it in advance of that in- 
formation, of course | have no personal objection. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I think my colleague 
was not well advised in regard to these mission 
lands. Under the act of 1824 nearly all the lands 
that had been held by the missions were granted 
by colonization grants to different proprietors, 
they reserving generally simply the garden, the 
church buildings, their orchard and vineyard. I 
think that in this case there is but asmallagnount 
of property, consisting of the mission buildings, 
a vineyard, and an orchard, ina partof thecoun- 
try where property is of very little value. Of 
course it has some value, and can be converted 
so as to be used for the purpose designed. I 
think there can be no objection to the bill, and 1 
should like to see it passed at once. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Senator from California 
states the case as the committee understood it at 
the time, that it was asmaill property in the coun- 
try that ceased to be of practical utility for the 
purposes indicated in the deed of conveyance to 
them, and that nor desired to dispose of that 
property that it might pass into the hands of pri- 
vate individuals and they be permitted to rein- 
vest the proceeds for educational purposes else- 
where. It was in that belief of the facts connected 
with the case that the committee made the report. 
But the Senator from California [Mr. Conness] 
suggests that this probably will affect a large 
property, including several leagues ofland. That 
was not the understanding of the committee, and 
hence their report was made on a false basis, and 
1 desire tc be informed now before the Senate is 
called on to vote on this bill as to the state of facts 
connected with the case. I am not opposed to 
the bill if the facts are as I understood them at 
the time the committee reported it, and I expect 
to vote in favor of the bill; but 1 wish to be in- 
formed first. As it was originally referred to the 
committee I suppose for the purpose of making 
the necessary investigations and laying the facts 
before the Senate, in order that the Senate might 
act understandingly upon an examination of the 
case, and give an enlightened opinion in their 
votes, I desire that it may go over for a day in 
order that we may get thatinformation. If, how- 

. ever, the Senate are of a different opinion, I of 
course have no personal objection. 

Mr. CONNESS, I regret very much the course 
taken by the honorableSenator from lowa in re- 
gard to this question. Admit now, for the sake 
of the argument, that it does apply—I did not say 
that it did; I said that perhaps it did apply—to a 
larger amount of land than the Senator understood 
it to apply to: this bill simply provides that the 
condition that our courts appended to the confirm- 
ation, namely, that it should be held in trust ‘by 
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é r | the archbishop of that church “ for religious uses 
with the*confirmation of their title, and allow them || and purposes,”’ 


shall now be modified by us so 


| that it may be used for common educational. pur- 
| poses. 
| the Senator? I regret very much to oppose any 


Now, what is there in the suggestion of 


request that the Senator makes as a Senator, much 
less as the honorable chairman of one of the com- 
mittees of the Senate; but the Senator must see 
very clearly that itis almost impossible to get up 
a California measure here. The time and atten- 
tion of the Senate are occupied with important 
business. I have struggled day after day to get 
up & measure of importance here, and when I do 
succeed ingetting it up I find gentlemen, Senators 
from other States, eadsenenling the question so 
much better than we do, that we cannot get ac- 
tion upon it, and it goesover. We ask for very 
little legislation for the State of California, very 
little indeed, and I think a spirit of wider gener- 
osity might be exercised toward us than we meet 
with here. I think itis properly and legitimately 
a matter of complaint that it is not so. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from California that there is now in this city 
a gentleman who has charge of those mission 
grounds, who can satisfy the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands at any moment in re- 
gard to this bill, and it might be as well to let it 
go over now until to-morrow, as I do not think 
there will be any opposition to it then. 

Mr. CONNESS. I will let it go over, and 
move to take up Senate bill No. 109. 

Mr. COWAN. I should like to inquire if the 
title to this mission is complete? 

Mr. CONNESS. It is complete. 

Mr. COWAN. Has it been confirmed ? 

Mr. CONNESS. _Ithas been confirmed. 

Mr. COWAN. Then | should like to know 
whether this application ought not to be made to 
the Legislature of California? 

Mr. CONNESS. The Legislature of Califor- 
nia have nothing to do with it. 

Several Senators. That subject is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
suggest that it has not passed from the considera- 
tlon of the Senate, but by unanimous consent it 
can be laid éver. 

Mr. COWAN. [think I had the floor upon it. 

Mr. CONNESS. | believe the Senator from 
Pennsylvania took the floor from me. 

Mr.COWAN. I want to understand this bill. 
If the honorable Senator from California expects 
us to vote advisedly upon it, he had better allow 
us to understand it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I was about to withdraw it. 
Iam much obliged to the Senator from Pennsy!l- 
vania and will give way; but I wish, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, although | see so many Sena- 
tors on the floor, to call up another California bili. 
I have tried for several days to obtain the floor to 
call it up, and if the Senate will consent to the 
withdrawal of this measure, | move to take up 
Senate bill No. 109. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent the bill may be postponed until to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to its withdrawal 
until [can sayaword. The motion to postpone 
it, I believe, is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the 
pending nivotion. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That motion cannot be 
disposed of, I take it, until the Senate agrees to 
have it,disposed of. It is not in the power of the 
Senator from California. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
was stating that it might be postponed by unani- 


_mous consent. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Unanimous consent has 
not been given. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
ascertain whether unanimous consent is given to 
its postponement. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to it. 

Mr. President, in the a few suggestions that 
I made in regard to this bill I did so more’to call 
the attention of the Senators from California to it 
than anythingelse. I have no objection certainly 
to the bill. 1 ——— that they would be desir- 
ous to have the bill in proper form, and more so 
than anybody else; and in looking into the bill 
it occurred to me it was possible that it might in- 
volve some difficulty, and therefore I made the 
suggestion, not from any hostility to the bill or 
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any disposition to interfere with California mat- 
ters. It was in that spirit, and that spirit alone, 
that I called attention to it. 

But it seems that the Senator from California 
[Mr. Conness] isnot willing to permit members 
in this body to make suggestions in regard toa 
bill, and we are to be lectured in regard to our 


. course here and as to what course we shall pur- 


sue, and the intimation is thrown out that some- 
body opposes a measure because it isa California 
measure. The Senator has neither warrant nor 
authority for making such insinuations. He may 
regard them as becoming. It may be consistent 
with his sense of public duty when measures are 
before the Senate to suppose that members of the 
body nhs be controlled by such considerations. 
I am sure they will have no influenceupon me. I 
think the people of California, if they should ever 
look to the proceedings of Congress and at the 
action of an individual so humble as myself in 
regard to measures affecting that State, will have 
no reason to suppose that I was ever actuated by 
hostility to their interests. I think there is no 
reason for the imputation that Congress enter- 
tains any such feelings. 

My objection to’the bill going over was simply 
to reply to these remarks and insinuations of the 
honorable Senator from California. He will 
learn, if he has not already learned, at least so far 
as my course is concerned, that he will never ac- 
complish his ends any quicker by attempting to 
cast imputations upon me for the course which I 
feel it my public duty to pursue in this body. 

Mr. CARLILE. I move that the Senate now 

sroceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 

8. It is the bill to which | alluded on Monday 
morning last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Illinois as withdraw- 
ing his objection to the postponement ofethe bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; | have no ob- 
jection now to its postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
objection ? 

Mr. CONNESS. Before that is done I wish 
to say to the honorable Senator from Illinois 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the postponement of the bill, 
Mr. CONNESS. I know that. Itismy right 
to reply to the honorable Senator, I believe, in a 

few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from California will pardon the-Chair for stating 
to the Senate what is the question before the Sen- 
ate, without interruption from the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senator from California 
understands that very well. 

Mr. President, the language of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois applied to me comes nearer 
to a lecture than any I have delivered here. [ 
think I was entirely warranted in saying that 
whenever a California measure comes up it does 
meet with objection. The Senator has no right 
to presume that I object to a full examination of 
every measure that is proposed here from Cali- 
fornia; but I submit that the objections taken this 
morning to this bill are of the character that I 
have described. Weare near the end of the ses- 
sion; it is important to these parties to pass this 
bill and obtain the modification that I have men- 
tioned of the conditions that are coupled with the 
confirmation of their title; the Senator from Iili- 
nois objects, and states in the same breath that 
he has no objection to the passage of the bill. 
Then why not let it pass? If there be objections 
to it, why not state them? I will inform the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois that notwithstanding 
the curt lecture I have received from him this 
morning I shall regulate my conduct and my lan- 
guage here under my own senseof propriety and 
not with regard to the estimate that may be placed 
upon it at any time by the honorable gentleman. 
If it is the wish of the Senate that this measure 
shall go over now I have no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Has it gone over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 
The Chair will ascertain whether there is 7 
further objection to the postponement of the bill. 
The Chair hears no objection, and itis postponed. 


LAND TITLES IN CALIFORMA. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate postpone 
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all prior orders, and proceed to the consideration 
of Senate joint resolution No. 50. : 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection to the 

ostponement of prior orders, but I do think the 
Pitt referred to by the Senator from Californja 
ought to be taken up and acted upon, It is in 
relation to the perfection of the titles to property 
in the city of ae Francisco, and also ———— 
the mode of executing the surveys of private lan 
claims@p that State. It has been before the Sen- 
ate I believe once or twice. The.committec have 
labored on it for a long time, and have taken the 
advice of some of the best legal minds of Cali- 
fornia on the subject. It is a question of vast 
consequence to the people of the city of San Fran- 
cisco at least, and of very considerable public con- 
sequence as the Committee on Public Lands think, 
and I think that that measure ought not to be post- 
poned for the consideration 0 anything o less 
pubiic interest. I denot know what the bill is 
that the Senater from New Hampshire desires to 
take up, but I do think the bill of which I have 
spoken ought to be taken up and acted upon at 
an early period. 

Mr. CONNESS. If the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire will allow me to take up 
that bill I shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. HALE. The measure that I propose to 
take up is not a private matter; it does not relate 
to me or my constituents; it relates to alittle con- 
cern in which the whole country is interested— 
the Navy of the United States. That has been 
supposed to be a matter of some consequence, and 
I have been trying for a month to get this joint 
resolution up. I have not the slightest objection 
to the Sénator’s bill. 

Mr. CONNESS. If the Senator will permit it 
to be taken up now I shall not interfere with him 
again. 

Mr. HALE. 
other day. 

Mr. CONNESS. With the consent-of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire I will move to take 
up Senate bill No. 109. It is of the importance 
that the Senator from Lowa hasdescribed. I have 
tried for weeks to getaction upon it. It has been 
lying on our table for over two months. It has 
been twice reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and I ask to have it consid- 
ered now, if the Senator from New Hampshire 
will consent. I will notthrow myself in the Sen- 
ator’s way again. 

Mr. HALE. [ will consent; but perhaps I may 
call upon the Senator sometime to give mea cer- 
tificate that [ am not opposed to the Administra- 
tion by yielding on this occasion. [Laughter. } 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNESS. ThenI move to takeup Sen- 
ate bill No. 109, to expedite the settlement of titles 
to lands in the State of California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill, the pending 
question being on concurring in the amendment, 
in the nature of a substitute, made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


CONTRACTORS FOR DOUBLE-ENDERS. 


Mr. HALE. I now move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 50. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope that motion will 
not prevail. Yesterday there was pending a 
joint resolution for the relief of the State of 

isconsin; the discussion upon it proceeded for 
a considerable time; the morning hour expired 
while the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Cottamer 
was in the middle of his argument, and I think 
there is a propriety and right that that resolution 
should be completed before we take up a new 
matter inthe morning hour. Wecan never com- 

lete any business satisfactorily if a debate is‘al- 
owed to go on on one subject for atime and a 
speech is stopped in the middle, and then we 
abandon that and go on with other legislation for 
a week. We forget what has been said before, 
and the whole debate has to be gone over again. 
I now appeal to the Senator to let us finish the 
resolution that we had up yesterday. It has 
been discussed three or four.times and it ought 


I gave way to the Senator the 











to be finished; especially the Senator from Ver- 
mont ought to be allowed to finish his speech. 

Mr. HALE. 
the Senator says about that resolution is true of 
this resolution, only that this is older than that; 
its consideration was broken off by an interrup- 
tion longer ago than the Wisconsin case. | must 
insist on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill(S. No. 50) for the relief of the 
contractors for the machinery of the side-wheel 
gunboats known as ‘* double-enders.”’ 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to strike out all of the 
resolution after the word ‘ that,’’ where it first 
occurs, and to insert what I send to the Chair as 
a substitute? 


All claims based upon or arising from the contracts of per- 
sons who contractet’ with the United States Government 
for the machinery and engines of the side-wheel gunboats 
commonly known as ** double -enders” be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for examination and 
adjudication. 


The resolution under consideration provides 
for the creation of a commissivn to be selected by 
the Secretary of the Navy to whom shall be re- 
ferred the claims, or alleged claims, of certain per- 
sons who have constructed machinery fontwenty- 
eight side-wheel gunboats commonly Kfiown in 
the Navy as “‘doubleenders.” It then proceeds 
to direct that aftera report shall be made by these 
three commissioners and approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, whatever amount shall thus be 
found, in the estimation of those commissioners, 
to be due, shall be paid out of the Treasury to 
these respective parties. What I propose is, in- 
stead of committing the investigation ofthis sub- 
ject to three commissioners, who have no power 
to send for persons or papers, or to examine wit- 
nesses, and are in no way responsible to us, and 
who are not passed upon and approved by us in 
executive session, that the whole matter shall be 
referred to the Court of Claims who have the 
proper machinety for investigating a subject of 
this kind, and then when they report we shall 
have some tangible facts before us upon which 
to predicate our action instead of putting the whole 
Treasury of the United States into the keeping of 
three commissioners who may be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

I will say furthermore that I understand this 
is only the opening or entering wedge to further 
claims on the part of other contractors. This jis 
to be followed by the contractors for the hulls of 
vessels, for the hulls and machinery of other 
classes of vessels; and if this shall be successful, 
as perhaps it may be, and I am not now going 
to say it ought not to be, we shall have the same 
rule applieg not alone to the Navy but to the 
Army, and to every branch of the public service. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate had listened to the 
report of the committee which was read, which 
I hardly think they did—I do not believe it was 
heard by a single member—they would see the 
ground on which this claim rests. 

I may be permitted to say at the outset that so 
far as 1 am concerned I am not acquainted with 
a single one of these gentlemen, except as they 
made themselves acquainted with me in prose- 
cuting this matter before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. When the subject was under consider- 
ation before, the Senator from Iowa asked if the 
committee had consulted with the Secretary of 
the Navy upon it. I replied that we had, and we 
had his answer, but [ had it not in my desk at 
the time} and for that reason it was postponed. 

The claim that these petitioners make is this: 
certain propositions for the construction of the 
machinery of these double-enders were issued by 
the Government; certain representations were 
made to them, and they accepted them verbally, 
and they went on and made large expenditures 
before the contracts were submitted to them in 
writing; I do not remember how many months; 
but at any rate they had gone so far on the verbal 
statement that it would have been ruinous to them 
to withdraw at the time the contracts were made. 
The contracts then were made, 80 far as the De- 
partment make any contracts; that is, they do not 
sign them themseives, but send them out to the 
party, and he signs them and returns them, and 
they are put on file. The contractors contend 
that when the contracts were sent to them they 
were entirely different in their character and re- 
quirements from what they understood when they 
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entered into the contracts. The Secretary of the 
Navy, in answer to the application made by the 
ainst these claim- 
As I have the letter I will read it, and also 
call attention to another letter of his in relation to 
the allegation of the petitioners on the same sub- 
ject. Here is the letter of the Secretary: 


Navy DerartMent, -fpril 27, 1864, 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 





|| letter of the 16th instant, inclosing the petitions of con- 
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tractors for the machinery and hulls of the double-end gun- 
boats, praying an additional allowance upon their contracts, 
and asking whether,én the opinion of the Department, 
these claims justly require legislative action, and re soe: 
ing me to communicate to the Senate Committee on Naval 
Atfairs such facts and-suggestions upon the subject of the 
memorials as may seem to me proper. 

The contracts in question were made under a public ad- 
vertisement fully expressing all the requirements; and all 
the offers under this advertisement will be found on page @9 
of the documents accompanying the President’s message 
of December, 1862. From that exhibitit will be seen that 
the Department accepted the offer made by responsible 
ship-builders who were well acquainted with such imat- 
ters. Some of the offers were at most exorbitant rates 3 
and the average price, to which the petitioners refer is no 
guide as to the value, it happening that the lowest bidders 
were parties of great experience and known reputation. * 

The contract tor the hulls expressly stipulates that when 
the vessel is fully completed and ready for the machinery, 
the final payment shall be made, reserving only as much as 
may be actually necessary to finish the vesse! ; and Ue con- 
tractors were released from all responsibilily and charge of 
every kind after such delivery of the vessel. Notwith- 
standing the statement in their petition, they were not sub- 
ject toany expense of insurance or for preservative repairs. 
The amount retained from them was $5,000 only. 

The hulls were all completed within the time specified 
in the contract and none of them were liable from delay. 
Whatever rise there may have been in materials or labor 
took place within the time contemplated by them for the 
execution of the work. All these parties voluntarily ac- 
cepted the offer of the Department and applications were 
made for contracts on the same terms by other parties after 
the Department had agreed for all the vessels it wanted. 
The parties knew the vessels were to be completed in 
every respect for naval service, and their contract stated, 
as they say it does, that there were to be no extra bills on 
that account. . 

With regard to the steam machinery of these vessels, it 
is of a well-known type, and many of the petitioners had 
already constructed similar machinery for the Department. 
The specifieations were so complete and the form of ma- 
ehinery so well known that it is believed the builders in 
this case, as they did in that just referred to, could without 
difficulty have made theirown drawings. [tis well under- 
stood that the estimate of costis always made trom the 
specifications. The advertisement was very full and the 
Department has exacted no more than what was expressed 
in it and the specifications. A considerable number of 
these engine contracts were taken after the work bad been 
commenced by other parties. 

The price and time offered by the Department were those- 
of the lowest bid on the advertisement, by a large and ex- 
perienced builder who is one of the petitioners. The 
terms were voluntarily accepted by the others and the time 
of completion has been greatly exceeded by all, It was 
fully understood by all these contractors that the Depart- 
ment wished the vessels at the very earliest day, and upon 
their agreement as to time the contracts for the lulls were 
made upon which their builders claim, on thataccvount, to 
have suffered loss, 

The Department makes and sanctions no contract with 
the understanding that its conditions are not to be com- 
plied with, and it always furnishes the fullest information 
us to the quantity and quality of its work, and the petition- 
ers have On these points only expressed their own views 
and wishes. 

These contracts were made with care and deliberation 
for the true interest of the Government, and only reasona- 
ble offers of experienced persons well known and compe- 
tent to do such work were accepted, The Department 
has not increased the cost of this work by any action of its 
own, and if by any causes beyond its control these con- 
tractors have, as they state, suffered a loss, it is for Con- 
gress to exercise such liberality as in its wisdom it may eee 
proper. This Department has no funds and has made no 
estimate to supply any such costas this exercise of liberality 
will occasion, and itis unwilling to assume the position of 
encouraging additional expenditures after having taken all 
proper means to obtain the work on the best terms for the 
public interest. 

Lam, siz, very respectfully, &c., 

GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Joun P. Hate, Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


When this letter was sent to the committee it 
was submitted to these contractors. The con- 
tractors alleged that they had written evidence 
from the Secretary himself that he had forgotten 
some of the particulars. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, or rather 
from B. F. Isherwood, chief 6f the Bureau of En- 
gineering, dated September 12, 1862, and directed 
to one of the firm of Boardman, Holbrook & Co., 
of the Neptune Works, New Work. Mr. Isher- 
wood says: 


Navy DerparTMent, 
Bureau or SreaM EnGineeRine, 
September 12, 1862. 
Genriemen: Your letter of the 11th instant has been re- 
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ceived in regard to the time of completion of the machin- | Government, to pay interest on the public debt, 


and for other purposes, the pending question be- || 


ery of the two paddie-wheel steamers. 


The Departinent, being fully aware of the difficulties un- 


der which all contractors for this species of work now labor, 
retails “et 
ou opliance withthe strict terms of your contracts tn 
reg 


ver of this liberality on its part will expect you to remit no 


elfort and to use al) possible means to complete the con- | 


tivcts in the Jeast Ume practicable. 
Ihe contracts you refer to as having been returned un- 
ihave not been received. When they arrive they 
will be sent back to.you. , 4 
jan, very reapectiully, your obedient servant, 
B. F. SHERWOOD, 
Chief of Bureau. 
Messrs, BoanpMan, Hotproox & Co., Neptune Works, 
New York. 
ir, that connection I do not know the fact, but 
i will give the statement of the petitioners, that 
wpen they received the contracts they sent them 


back, saying it was impossible for them to pro- | 
ceed, and thereupon they received this answer | 


from the bureau, stating— 

‘The contracts you refer toas having been returned-un 
signed have not been received, When they arrive they 
wil! be sent back to you.’’ 

As they allege, upon this showing the contracts 
were entered into, 

Mr. President, these gentlemen—I think there 
are cighteen of them—comprise the great majority 
of those who are engaged in manufactures of this 
kind; the Government must rely upon them; and 
it is for the Senate to say whether it is necessary 
to the public welfare or the public interest or the 
public honor to deal too harshly with these gen- 
tlemen. ‘They contend, as is said by the Secre- 
tary in bis letter, that many of them had entered 
upon the work and proceeded far in it before the 
contracts were furnished to them, What is the 
proposition contained in this joint resolution? It 
is not to give these men anything, itis not to open 
the 'I'reasury to them, but it is to refer the matter 
to the very Department that knows all about it, 
fur the provision of the resolution is: 

Phat the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to appoint a board of competent persons to exam- 
ine the claim of the contractors with the United Staies 
Government for the inachinery of the side-whecl gunboats 
commonly known as * double-enders” for additional com- 
peusation for constructing the same, and to report to the 
Depaitinent what losses have been suffered by said con- 
tractors on their contracts, how far they are justly entitied 
two relief, and what, any, additional allowances ought in 
equity to be made to them by the Government; and that 
upon the report of said board receiving the approval of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the Socretary of the Treasury be, 
and tie is hereby, authorized to pay to eaid contractors, 

verally, the sums adjudged to be due thei in equity by 
said board, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated: Provided, That such additional coim- 
pensation shall in no case exceed an amount which, com- 
pared with the price stipulated in the contract, shall be in 
due proportion to the excess in weight of the engines built 
over such as were contracted for, except for alicrations in 
form or material made by express order of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosterin 
the chair.) The morning hour having expired 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the 
special order, which is the unfinished business of 
yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance—Il have done my speech 
— if there isany objection to letting us take a vote 
on this resolution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from lowa 
will probably have something to say about it. 

Mr.GRIMES. I have considerable to say on 
the subject. [am willing to say it now, though, 
if this resolution is to be proceeded with, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think we had better go 
on with the regular order of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order wil be proceeded with, unless postponed by 
special vote, and is now before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. | move to postpone the special 
order for the purpose of considering this “re 
resolution. I think it isa matter that ought to 
be closed one way or the other. 

Mr. CLARK. I will simply say that I nope 
that matter will net be permitted to supersede the 
tax bill. It is of great importance to dispose of 
itas early as possible. Weare now losing money 
that the Government ought to have,and [ am not 
aware that those parties are losing anything upon 
that bill, 

The motion wa@ not agreed to. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 


sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
405) to provide internal revenue to support the 
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* me to inform you that it will not exact a vigor- 


| to time and forfeiture for delay; but in considera- | 


| two more in regard to this matter. 
from Michigan proposes to strike out the tax of | 


| of that kind of whisky by the people who 





judgment. 














ing on the amendment of Mr. Cuanpuer to strike 
out “*tweoty-five”’ and insert ** twenty” in the 


| seventh line of the amendment proposed by Mr. | 
|| Cuarx from the Committee on Finance, which | 


was in section ninety-three to strike out from lines 
four hundred and forty-six to four hundred and 
fifty-two, inclusive, in the following words: 


On tobaceo, cavendish, plug, twist, and manufactured 
tobacco not otherwise provided for, of all descriptions, 


(not ineluding snuff, cigars, fine-cut, smoking tobucco | 


made exclusively of stems and not sweetened or otherwise 
prepared, nor shorts or other refuse separated from fine- 


cut tobacco in the process of manufacturing,) and on || 


stemmed tobacco, thirty-five cents per pound. 
And to insert in lieu thereof: 


On cavendish, plug, twist, and all other kinds of manu- 
factured tobacco not herein provided for, from which the 
stem has been taken in whole or im part, or which is 
sweetened, thirty-five cents per pound. On smoking to- 
bacco, manufactured with all the stem in, the leaf not 
having been butted or stripped from the stem, and on ref- 


use tobacco known as fine-cut shorts, twenty-five cents | 


per pound, 


Mr. CLARK, I simply desire to say aword or 
The Senator 


twenty-five cents upon the highest grade of smok- 
ing tob&eco and to insert twenty, and he thinks 
that by that course we shall get: more revenue. 
Now, | desire to state that when we lose revenue 
by imposing a rate of taxation, we always lose 
the revenue from the lowest grades. For instance, 
we impose a heavy tax upon whisky. That 
heavy tax upon whisky does not affect the finer 
kinds of whisky, nor does it affect the drinking 
a 
large prices for their whisky; but 1 am told it oan 
affect the lower grades of whisky; that the people 
who would ordinarily drink the cheap kind drink 
beer and other drinks instead. It is precisely so 
in régard to this article of smoking tobacco, in my 
We have divided it into two grades, 
the higher and the lower, one at twenty-five cents 
and the other at fifteen. If by themposition of 
the tax there is any falling off in the use of to- 
bacco, it will bein the lower grade. People will 
get the leaf and manufacture it into smoking to- 
bacco and use it instead of paying the smaller 
tax; but the gentlemen whouse the better kind of 
tobacco will not object to paying the tax, and 
therefore we should retain this tax upon the 
higher grade. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator still seems 
to be acting under the idea that there is a consid- 
etable amount of this high-priced tobacco which 
is cut. Since making my few observations last 
evening I have talked with several persons, and 
they tell me there is absolutely none of the high 
grade of tobacco cut, The diiferenc 
of this article upon which you levy a tax of fi'- 
teen centsand the ordinary kind of tobacco which 
is cut for smoking purposes is only two cents a 
pound. 

Now, sir, if a tax of half a dollar a pound 
would yield a larger revenue than a tax of fifteen 
cents or twenty cents, | would go for a tax of half 
a dollar; but this matter of cut tobacco for smok- 
ing purposes, as I said before, has no science 
in it. 

Any man who smokes can buy his leaf of to- 
bacco and cut it with a jack-knife and make just 
as good smoking tobacco as any cutter in the 
United States; and they will doit. People will 
raise in their gardens their little plots of tobacco, 


_and your revenue will actually be depleted by 


putting on the high duty that you now propose. 

he misapprehension on the part of the Senator, 
in my judgment, is in regard to the fact that this 
high grade is cut at all. . 

n England and France, asis well known, they 
put an eeaiot prohibition upon the product of 
tobacco. They do not allow a tobacco seed to 
be planted in their country. In this country you 
find tobacco rown all over the country. Inevery 
State in the Union there is more or less tobacco 
grown; and each man will grow and cut his own 
tobacco if you put a prohibitory tariff upon it, 

I honestly believe that fifteen cents per pound 
would yield a larger revenue on cut smoking to- 
bacco to the Government than thirty-five cents. 
I believe it would yield three times as much as a 
tax of thirty-five centa, But, sir, on the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Joun- 
son} I gave up the proposition of fifteen cents and 
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gentleman gets his information. 





not fix this tax tosuiteverybody. One man will 


in the cost |} 
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all quarters, and act upon the whole information 


gument of the Senators who advocate the taxing 
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substituted twenty cents, and I hope that amend- 
ment will be adopted. [ think it ought to be 
adopted. I believe it to be for the interest of the 

















| Treasury that it should be adopted. 


Mr. CLARK. As the Senator from Michigan 
states that he hasconsulted with individuals since 
he moved his amendment, I desire to state that 


| this matter was thoroughly examined by the 
|, Committee on Finance upon the best information 


we could get in regard to it. But after thq@amend- 
ment was moved by the Senator from Michigan 
last night I took especial pains to make inquiries 
of the best sources of information that were at 
my hand, and they were very good, and | learned 
entirely contrary to what the gentleman from 
Michigan learned: that the tax, instead of monty 
lower, ought to be made higher if anything. 
have seen gentlemen who have been in the tobacco 
business for twenty years, | have seen collectors 
from the city of New York who understand the 
tobacco business from the beginning to the end, 
and all the operations of these tobacco manufac- 
turers and dealers to evade the tax, and I learn 
from them that this tax, instead of being lower, 
if moved at all, should be carried up. ButI think 
the committee have placed it on the right grade, 
or perhaps as near rightas they can make it. We 
cannot have a grade for every kind of tobacco. 
If a man will cut up avery good grade of to- 
bacco for smoking tobacco, as is done, he should 
pay a higher tax. ‘There are some grades, how- 
ever, which are poor, which perhaps would not 
pay quite so high a tax as this; but upon the av- 
erage, smoking tobacco will well bear the tax we 
have imposed upon it. 

I desire to say further, that many leading men 
in the tobacco business in various parts of the 
country, in New York and Baltimore, understand- 
ing that this motion was made, and feeling that it 
would seriously affect the revenue, took the pains 
to send to me this morning to say that they had 
no part in it, for they did not desire the amend- 
ment made. I know the source from whence the 
I have had the 
same access to itthathe has. I have talked with 
those men, but their opinions failed to convince 
me, because they have been outweighed and coun- 
tervailed by the opinions of other men. We can- 


want a tax of fifteen cents, another twenty, an- 
other thirty, perhaps. I have found men who, 
in adjusting this tobacco tax, have asked me to 
carry it as high as seventy-five cents a pound, 
and others to sixty cents, They were men, it 
would be ascertained very soon, who were in the 
interest of those who had a very large stock on 
hand, who wanted a very high tax in order to ap- 
preciate all the tobacco they had on hand. We 
uave to take the information that we’can get from 


that we can get. I do not know how the Senate 
can be better informed, I mean in a body like this, 
than by following their committees. There are 
Senators, perhaps, who have a knowledge of the 
tobacco trade, and will think the committee are 
wrong in regard toit; but upon the best informa- 
tion the committee have, we believe the tax we 
have.fixed upon to be the best on the whole. 

Mr. POWELL. My impression is that the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan ought 
to prevail. I have listened attentively to the ar- 
of this description of tobacco at twenty-five cents; 
but they have failed to convince me that it is 
right. They have failed to convince me that we 
would get more revenue by taxing it twenty-five 
cents than by taxing it twenty cents. I believe 
it would be beneficial to the revenue and to the 
tobacco interest to place this tax at twenty cents. 

The Senator from New Hampshire tells us that 
this will be very fine smoking tobacco, and he 
tells us he has had a very large intercourse with 
persons engaged in this business. Sir, 1 have had 
some intercourse with persons engaged in this 
business, and they gave me information of a very 
different kind from that given to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. My impression is very distinct 
and very clear that the tobaccos which are used m 
the manufacture of this description of tobacco are 
not fine tobaccos. I will read the proposition of 
the Senator from New Hampshire: 

On tobacco manufactured with all the stem in, ile leaf no 


| having been butted or stripped from the stem, and not 
| sweetened, twenty-five cents per pound. 





. 
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We al! know that the stem is by far the most | ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. As 


inferior part of the tobacco leaf; we know that it 
is worked up into the most inferior kind of to- 
bacco in use; and I put it to the Senate if a man 
who is making an attempt to manufacture fine to- 
bacco would mix a very fine grade of leaf with 
the stem? If he would, he would destroy all the 
good qualities that are in it, Lam advised that 
itis the lower grades of tobacco—what we call 
the lugs—thatare worked up with the stem inthis 
form. “I do not believe thatany sensible operator 
in tobacco would work up fine leaf tobacco with the 
stem in it, because if he did he would pret the 
ouality of the fine leaf by mixing with it the large 
fiber, the stem, which is the most inferior quality 
of tobacco when used in any form, either as smok- 
ing or chewing tobacco, | 
t believe that the position of the Senator from 
Michigan is correct. believe you will get 
greatly more revenue out of the tax of twenty 
cents than out of the tax of twenty-five cents. He 
is very correct also in another thing, that if you 
make the tax on this inferior kind of smoking to- 
bacco very high, persons will use the raw leaf by 
rubbing it with their hands or cutting it with a 
jack-knife. I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan will prevail. It is not my pur- 
pose to take up the time of the Senate by any 
elaborate argument on the subject. I have given 
my views to the Senate very beiedy. 
Mr.CLARK. The Senator from Kentucky fell 
into an error perhaps inadvertently, and perhaps 
he used the expression inadvertently, ‘* this infe- 
rior kind of smoking tobacco.”’ Sir, thisis the very 
best kind of smoking tobacco, the highest grade. 
Mr. POWELL. If theSenatér willallow me, 
I do not think that any tobacco that is manufac- 
tured with the stem in, the leaf not having been 
butted or stripped from the stem, is the finest kind 
of smoking tobacco. I believe, to make the finest 
kind of smoking tobacco, you must take out the 
large fiber; you must take the finest leafand work 
that up intoit. Thatis my opinion aboutit, and 
I do not think I am mistaken. 
Mr. CLARK. I think I can assure the Sena- 
tor, upon good information, that in the manufac- 
ture of this tobacco, in perhaps the very best 
kind that is made—that is the fine-cut chewing 
tobacco—they cut up the stem; and we found it 
necessary to make an amendmentto impose a tax 
on fine-cut, whether used in the stem or not. Now 
here are two kinds of tobacco; one with the stem 
in, the leaf and the stem together. 
the best kind of tobacco that is manufactured, the 
very best, if a man chooges,to make it, and on 
that we propose to put twenty-five cents a pound, 
which isvery low. On the other, which is made 
exclusively of stems, using up the stems, only 
fifteen cents. A man who is very nice about it, 


or a man who has been accustomed to use good | 


smoking tobacco, will not hesitate to pay the tax, 
whether it is twenty or twenty-five cents. The 
Government, therefore, may just as well have the 
twenty-five cents. Butif he uses the poorer kind, 
which pays fifteen cents, he will perhaps use the 
leaf. We cannot prevent that. We cannot im- 
pose a tax on the leaf, in my judgment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My Swate is very largely 
interested in this subject, though I have no inter- 
est whatever personally in it. | never owned half 
a pound of tobacco in my life, purchased with a 
view to sale. I once used it as a chewer anda 
smoker, but with that exception I have never had 
anything todo with it. I know something about 
its manufacture, because large quantities of it are 
manufactured in my State, but | have no interest 
in it personally, and never expect to have. 

I have looked over the amendments suggested 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, and, in my 
Opinion, they are about as good as can be made 
on the subjéct as they now stand. TheSenator 
from Kentucky falls into a very serious error in 
regard to the amendment that is now pending. 
He reads from the printed and not from the writ- 
ten amendment which is now pending, The 
amendment that is now before the Senate is this: 

On smoking tobacco, manufactured with all the stem in, 
the leaf not having been butted or stripped from the stem, 


" and on refuse tobacco, known as fine-cut shorts, twenty- 
five cents per pound. ; 


The Senator from-Kentucky is laboring under 
the impression that it is a tax on tobacco not 
sweetened. Thatis notso, There are two grades 
ofsmoking tobaccoas now provided by the amend- 


It may be of | 
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he very properly states, he intends to charge upon 
manufactured chewing tobacco of all grades thirty- | 
five cents per pound. Then he designs to charge 
twenty-five cents per pound upon tobacco which 
is cut up and which may be used for smoking 
purposes. Then there is a third quality made 
exclusively of stems, for eee Sanaa upon 
which he proposes to charge fifteen cents per 
pound. As I stated yesterday, the very best 
quality of tobacco may be manufactured for smok- 
ing purposes; that is, the very finest quality of 
leaf may be cut up with the stems in it, and for 
smoking purposes, as | understand it, the stems 
do not injure it. I doubt very much whether fine- 
cut smoking tobacco ought to be placgd below the 
grade of chewing tobacco. Therefore I think the 
amendment, as suggested by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, ought to be adopted. 

Now, once for all, desire to state this: I am 
very well aware thatin my State the tax now pro- 
posed to be levied upon tobacco will be regarded 
asa very heavy and very burdensome tax by some 
persons; but! do notso regard it at present. In the 
present state of the currency of the country, with 
my desire to diminish the vast amount of that cur- 
rency,I believe that a very heavy tax ought to be 
laid upon those articles that can bear it; and I am 
very well aware that tobacco is an article that can 
bear that tax. I would not propose any increase 
upon the rates suggested by the Senator from New 

ampshire. I do.not desire to suggest any in- 
crease of those rates, because | think they are large 
enough; I do not think they ought to be increased. 
The fact is, it will be maid as a very heavy 
tax, as I have before stated, as it now stands. 
But, sir, it is necessary to lay the tax somewhere; 
it must fall upon something; and 1 think thatthe 
people of the West are so largely interested in 
the reduction of the volume of the currency that 
they can ney well afford the tax proposed are 
tobacco. hile they lose in one respect, they 
will gainin another. I hope, therefore, that the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be adopted just as he has offered it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Mis- 
souri and myself seem to be after the same object; 
but we arrive at different conclusions from the 
same premises. I will vote for the tax which will 
give the largest revenue. Satisfy me that a tax 
of twenty-five cents will yield more revenue than 
a tax of twenty cents, and I will vote for a tax of 
twenty-five cents. But the point is this: there is 
no necromancy about cutting smoking tobacco; 
it ts the simplest process inthe world. Ican take 
an axe anda leafof tobacco and make just as good 
smoking tobacco asany cutter in the United States | 


ean make. You putno duty upon the leaf. Any 
man can step into a grocery and buy oge leaf, two, | 
three, or a dozen, and cut them up with a jack- 
knife and he will have better smoking tobacco 
than if he bought the article that had paid twenty- 
five centstax. You will utterly destroy your rev- | 
enue from smoking tobacco and leave every man | 
to purchase his leaf and cut it for himseif. That 
is why I am in favor of reducing this tax. It is 
the tax that I am after, the largest revenue; there- 
fore | say make the tax twenty cents a pound, 
because it will yield a larger revenue than a tax | 
of twenty-five cents, 


Besides, there is no reason why you should tax || J 


stems which cost say two or three cents a pound | 
fifteen cents, and then tax the leaf which only costs 
four or five cents a pound twenty-five cents. The 
difference is too great; it will lead to fraud; it will | 
diminish your revenue. I would prefer a tax of 
fifteen cents, as I first proposed yesterday, because | 
it will yield alarger revenue; but, as I said before, | 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, | 
I gave up the smaller sum and adopted the larger | 
one. I Sen my amendment to the amendment 
will prevail. It ought to prevail as a financial 
measure. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let meask the Senator 
if there is not some danger in this respect if his 
amendment be adopted, making such a very great 
difference bétween smoking and chewing tobacco. 
Under the amendment either may be sweetened 
and perfumed, and the leaf may be used also 
with the stem: will there not be danger that the 
finest article of tobacco will be cut up and marked 
smoking tobacco, and used by chewers all over 
the country as chewing tobacco? They may use | 
it either for smoking or chewing. . This fine-cut | 





+. 


| 








| is frequently used for smoking purposes. It is 


put up for chewing, but gentlemen purchase it 
and smoke it, whieh they may very well do. If 
this great difference be made, is there not danger 
of fraud on the revenue? 

Mr. CHANDLER. | will answer the Sena- 
tor, not the slightest in the world. Chewing to- 
bacco is manufactured; it is prepared; foreign 
substances are mixed with it. hay man who 
ever chewed tobacco must understand that thor- 
oughly. Smoking tobacco is simply ground up 
and made up tobacco. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Sweetened and perfumed? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Notatall. There isnot 
a thing put in with it; it is simply cut tobacco; 
while chewing tobacco is mixed with licorice 
and divers and sundry other commodities, and 
manufactured into an article that some men are 
foolish enough to put in their mouths. There is 
no such danger whatever as the Senator appre- 
hends, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have two reasons for 
supporting the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. The first is, representing as [ 
do a large tobacco-growing State, [| wish to pre- 
vent any frauds‘on the revenue; and the other is, 
that twenty-five cents per pound upon it now is 
not more than twelve and a half was when we 
first levied this tax two years ago; and I believe, 
ag I said before, the object odgnt to be to reduce 
the volume of currency as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. POWELL. Iwas laherine under a mis- 
apprehension that the printed amendment was 
now before the Senate. However, the amend- 
ment proposed in writing does not materially 
differ from that I read. The one as written, to 
which the Senator from Michigan proposes an 
amendment, is this: 

On smoking tobacco, manufactured with all the stem 
in, the Ilcaf not having been butted or stripped from the 
stem, and on refuse tobacco known as dne-cut shorts, 
twenty-five cents per pound. 

My own impreesion is that the reasons I as- 
signed against the printed amendment apply 
equally to this. I do notthink with the Senator 
from Missouri that the thing is changed. It only 
inserts the word ‘* smoking”’ before * tobacco,’’ 
and strikes out the words *‘ not sweetened,”’ and 
introduces the words “on refuse known as fine- 
cut shorts.’’ That is all the difference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It may be sweetened, 
and this may be a very fine article. 

Mr. POWELL. It does not say it shall be 
sweetened. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I: may be. 

Mr. POWELL. Yes; butI do not think there 


| is any material difference between the two pro- 


visions, the one printed and the other written. 

The aes being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, 
Davis, Doolittle, Hale, Hicks, Howard, Johnson, Powell, 
Ramsey, Richardson, Sumner, Wade, and Wilkinson—!}6, 

AYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, Hender 
son, Hendricks, Howe, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill 
Pomeroy, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, and 
Wilson-—22. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cowan, Dixon, Harding, Lane of 
Indiana, McDougall, Nesmith, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, 
Willey, and Wright—11. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
ected. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. I move further to amend the 
bill on page 145, line four hundred and fifty-three, 
by striking out the word ‘cut’ after the word 
‘fon,’ and in lines four hundred and fifty-four, 
four hundred and fifty-five, and four hundred and 
fifty-six, by striking out the following words: 

And not sweetened or otherwise prepared, and on shorts 


or other refuse separated from fine-eut tobacco in the pro- 
cess of manufacture. : 


And to insert: 

And not mixed with leaf or leaf and stein. 

So that the clause will read: 

On smoking tobacco, made exclusively of stems, and not 
mixed with leaf, or leaf and stem, fifteen cents per pound. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I suggestto the Senator 
to strike out the words “‘ or leaf andstems.’’ it 
would be sufficient to say * made exclusively of 
stems and not mixed with leaf” because it shows 
there is a distinction drawn between the leaf and 
stem. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to uge those words, be- 
cause they may grind up the leaf and stems to- 
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gether and attempt to mix them unless we insert 
these words. F 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is included with- 
out them. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not wantthem to mix any 








tobacco with these stems. This is smoking w- 
baceo. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting before the words * fif- 
teen cents per pound’’ the words “and on.shorts.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. Let me say to Lue Senator that 
we have just adopted an amendment including 


shorts under the twenty-five cent tax. Shorts are 
in the other grade. ’ 

Mr. CHANDLER, [ think iv is @ mistake if 
shorts are in the other grade. 

Mr. CLARK. They are there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Shorts certainly cannot 
stand more than fifteencents. They are the ref- 
use or sweepings of the floor. I am told that 
large manufacturers find it very difficult to get rid 
of the shortsatany price. I will move the amend - 
ment to insert the words “and on shorts’ be- 
fore the words ‘* fifteen cents per pound.” . 

Mr. CLARK. We have just provided for fine- 
eut shorts, which are the same thing, under the 
twenty-five cent tax. Certainly we do not want 
to provide for them in both places, because that 
would only be a complication. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If this amendment be 
adopted I will move to strike it out in the other 
clause. 

Mr.CLARK. Mr. President, there is nothing 


that opens a wider field for fraud than this mat- 
ter of shorts. Some manufacturers can manu- 
facture them very~closely, so as to leave the mere 
refuse. Others can leave them with a great deal 
of very fine tobacco in, which makesa very good 
kind of smoking tobacco, and if we mean to pro- 


tect the Government in that way we mustimpose 
a tax on shorts in the twenty-five cent grade, or 


else the door is entirely open for fraud. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. ‘These shorts are the refuse of the fine-cut 


and fre prepared for chewing. They are not 
suitable for smoking. It is true they sometimes 
smoke chewing tobacco, but it isnot prepared for 
that purpose. I am informed by large manufac- 
turers that these shorts accumulate very greatly 
upon their hands, One manufacturer told me 
that he had something like ten tonsof them that 
had accumulated, and he could not get rid of 
them; they would not sell even for the duty you 
put — them now. 1 think that isa very un- 
just discrimination. I hope the amendment to 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CLARK, ‘There is nodoubt that at times 
shorts and other kinds of tobacco will accumu- 
late in the hands of certain manufacturers. For 
instance, aman gets one hundred hogsheads of 
tobacco, and he is a manufacturer of chewing to- 
bacco. He selects all that will do for chewing 
tobacco, and then he has the rest on hand. It ts 
for the interest of that man to have the tax on 
refuse tobacco as low as it can possibly be made. 
I know very well the interest that the Senator 
ee But there are other people who would 
sclect out the best kind and have a very excellent 
quality of shorts with a great deal of what you 
may call fine-cut in it; and if that is put into the 
low grade it will undoubtedly lead to fraud. You 
cannot have itin both places. It is necessary to 
put it into that grade which will protect the rev- 
enue. We thought at first of putting it into the 
higher grade of chewing tobacco, but afterwards, 
ona fuller consideration of the subject, we thought 
it had better go into the middle grade; that that 
was the proper place to putit, and we putit there. 
it is not a matter that has escaped the attention 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to ask of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire whether pure stems is 
the only kind of smoking tobacco which this bill 
recognizes? 

Mr. CLARK. No, we havea grade very much 
better than-that, which we have been discussing 
this morning. 

Mr. HOWARD. What is the tax on it? 

Mr. CLARK. Twenty-five cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. I simply desire to say now 
that all the provisions in regard to cigars will 
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have to be amendéd, because, as they are left by 
the House bill, the assessor can fix two rates of 
tax, and they run one into another; but lam not 
quite prepared with the amendment at this time. 
i may desire, if the bill is not immediately passed, 
to call the attention of the Senate to itby and by. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In line four hundred and 
sixty-four of section ninety-three, on page 145, 
I move to strike out “ seven”’ and insert “ eight.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer.) 
The Chair will suggest to the Senator frem Michi- 
gan that the clause which he proposes to amend 
is itself an amendment, which has been ageetd so 
in committee, and therefore it is not now subject 
toamendment. It will, however, be subject to 
amendment #n the Senate on the question of con- 
curring in that amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have a small amend- 
ment to propose on page IW), by inserting before 
the word ‘‘ circulation,” in line sixty-one of sec- 
tion one hundred and thirteen, the word ** aver- 
age;’’ so as to read *‘ all newspapers whose aver- 
age circulation does not exceed fifteen hundred 


copies.’”’ 

Mr. POMEROY. We have amended that sec- 
tion once, and | should like to know how it stands. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. We made it fifteen hun- 
dred copies instead of two thousand. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In line ninety-four of sec- 
tion ninety-three, on page 130, | move to strike 
out ** one cent’’ and insert ‘* two cents;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

On ground coffee, and on all ground substitutes for cof- 
fee, or preparations of which coffee forms a part, and on 
all unground substitutes for coffee, a duty of two cents per 
pound. be 

We charge a very high duty on pure coffee, and 
there are a great many vile concoctions in the 
shape of ground coffee that are sold ‘as substi- 
tutes for coffee. There is an immense profit on 
these products. Nobody knows what he gets 
when he buys them. They purport to be coffee 
when often there is not a single grain of coffee in 
a pound. These preparations will beara duty as 
high as coffee and ought to pay as high a duty as 
coffee. ' 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know enough 
about the subject to say that the Senator is not 
right, and that the tax may not be raised some- 
what; ‘but in the course of the investigation upon 
the ee two years ago, when we passed the 
original act, the matter came underthe examination 
ofthe Committee on Finance, and we became satis- 
fied that ail these substitutes for coffee were not so 
injurious to the community as many people sup-. 
pose. We understand that the business Js carried 
on by regular manufacturers; and what they buy 
is perfectly understood by those who purchase at 
retaily"It is divided off into bins; one contains rye, 
another chiccory perhaps, and so on through the 
various substitutes for coffee. Persons who want 
the article buy ata price according to the mixture 
that is made. None of them is unwholesome. 
They make a substitute for coffee which the poorer 
class of the community purchase and get along 
with very well. They do not have the pure ar- 
ticle as people of more ability to pay have, but 
still they getan article which serves their purpose 
very well asa drink. 

l understand that the cultivation of thé article 
of chiccory which is used very it tte, already 
been commenced in this country. e now im- 
port a great deal of it, und it pays a very consid- 
erable duty; if I mistake not six or seven hundred 
thousand dollars; but I am not quite certain as to 
the amount. Instead of being injurious, it has 
been decided by medical examination to be in 
reality healthful and useful, and it serves a very 
considerable purpose. 

Now if it is true—and | have every reason to 
believe it is trae—that none of the articles which 
are used as substitutes for coffee are injurious, 
but on the contrary are beneficial and are only a 
cheaper kind which the poorer classes and those 
less able to pay use in place of coffee because they 
cannot afford the pure article as others can, it is 
hardly worth while to designate it as miserable 
stuff or to tax it beyond what it should reason- 
ably bear as an article of manufacture. How far 
the tax can go without imposing a duty too oner- 
ous upon sucha manufacture is a question for the 
Senate to consider. 


ee 
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Mr. JOHNSON. Is it tuxed now? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is taxed one cent a 
pound by this bill. : ‘ 
Mr. JOHNSON. Was ittaxed by the former 

ill? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. . Yes, sir; and the Sena- 
tor from we proposes to double the tax, on 
the ground, as! understand him, that the substi- 
tutes for coffee are deleterious articles and ver 

rofitable to the manufacturer and will bear this 
high rate of taxation on the manufacture. If his 
experience and knowledge are such that he can 
make that assertion to the Senate of his own 
knowledge, I really do not possess sufficient in- 
formation to contradict him, although such in- 
formation as the committees of both Houses had 
would lead them to suppose that a duty of one 
cent a pound on these articles is all that ought to 
be laid.. It is, however, for the Senate to judge. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no practical expe- 
rience in this matter, but Lam informed, by those 
who know, that the profits upon these prepara- 
tions are enormous. It is a very common thing 
now for a farmer to go to his grocer and buy say 
ten pounds of barley and two pounds of the very 
best coffee, burn them both, and grind them, thus 
preparing a very fair substitute for coffee. But 
when these preparations are made by the grind- 
ers of these substitutes and sold, the aootacers 
do not know what they get and do not know what 
they are payingfor. ‘Thatis well understood by 
the grinders, and they charge enormous profits. 
They assert that a preparation is one half coffee 
and charge accordingly, when it is not one tenth 
coffee. am told by those who know and in 
whose judgment’ have faith and confidence, that 
these preparations will bear a tax of two cents a 
pounds . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move in the ninety-sev- 
enth line of the ninety-third section, on page 130, 
to strike out ** one cent’’ and insert ** two cents;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: : 

On ground pepper, ground mustard, ground pimento, 
ground cloves, and ground clove stems, ground cassia, and 
ground ginger, and all imitations of the same, a duty of 
two cents per pound. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that would be 
hardly advisable. Is the Senator aware what 
percentage that would be on the manufactured ar- 
ticle? These are all manufactures. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 am not aware what the 
percentage would be. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The bill throughout, 
with some special exceptions, is calculated at 
about five per cent. 6m manufactures. These ar- 
ticles are for convenience sold ground, and we put 
a tax on them because they are sold in that way; 
but if you raise the taxso high as not to make it 
advisable or to the interest of men to prepare 
them as manufactures, these articles will be pre- 
pared by people at home for themselves, and we 
shall defeat our own object by just stopping the 
manufacture, whereas by putting on a low duty 
we can get a revenue out of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My attention has been 
called to this matter, and I am told that this is a 
very profitable branch of business and will bear 
a tax. 

Mr. GRIMES. It seems to me that one cent 
a pound on ground cloves would be very small. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does not the Senator 
know that the duty on cloves which is paid by 
the importer is very high? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is simply on the 
process of grinding, one cent a pound on the pro- 
cess of manufacture by grinding. The fact that 
the article is valuable does not make any «dliffer- 
ence in this view of the case, because the ques- 
tion is whether you will get something or nothing 
out of the manufacture. 

Mr. GRIMES. Perhaps I ought to have pre- 
ceded what I said by repeating a conversation 
which was occurring around me, that this would 
be a larger percentage than five per cent. on the 
manufacture of the article. 1 say it will .not be- 
gin to be five per cent. on ground cloves, although 
it may be fite per cent. on the article of ground 


tard. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask the Senator if he 
knows how much is added to the value of a pound 


f pepper by grinding it. - 
: br SRIMES. Ido not think there is much 
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added except in the extraneous matter that is || tax on gold. While the value of gold is estab- 


| ti the five percent. as it isin the bill would be about 
added by the men who grind it, just as there is lished by law, and any tax applied to itis so much 


| fifteen per cent. on the net proceeds. I suggest 
taken away from it, and cannot be added to its || the amendment now; I do not care about taking 
value to the consumer, the contrary is the fact || it up until the bill comes into the Senate. 
with quicksilver, and in that respect it is like any Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator from 
manufacture. If five percent. should be imposed || Maryland will withdraw his amendment, and we 
as a tax upon quicksilver it would simply be put || can consider the question after the bill shal! be 
by the producer of quicksilver upon its price, and |/ reported to the Senate. 
added to the cost of the production of gold. Mr. JOHNSON. Very well, I withdraw it. 
But the chief impolicy of the tax:as it is pro- Mr. HARRIS. I propose an amendment to 
posed in this clause of the bill, is that while the || the one hundred and second section of the bill on 
| proprietors of the New Almaden mine could af- || page 155. That section as it now stands imposes 
ford to pay the tax, it would perhaps effectually || a duty of two and a half per cent, on the gross 
stop many experiments that are being made in |, receipts of railroads and steamboats. I propose 
California in the production of quicksilver. There || to amend the section soas to embrace all common 
is a company in the Napa valley, not far from || carriers, to impose a duty of two and a half per 
ninety-third section, in line four hundred and fifty- || Napa, that have been operating for nearly three || cent. upon the gross receipts of all persons and 
two, on page 144, by striking out ‘ thirty-five” || years past, and they are still in operation, butthey |} corporations: engaged in carrying passengers or 
and inserting “ forty-five.’? ‘That is in the clause | have never produced any considerable amount of || freight. This amendment if adopted will, in my 
| 


in grinding coffee. That is the way the addition 
is made. If they ground it pure, there would not 
be anything added to it; but hardly any of these 
articles such as cloves are ground pure, I appre- 
hend, although mustard may be ground pure. I 
imagine that with most of these articles foreign 
substances are mixed in the process of grinding. 
I am not particular about this amendment; I do 
not know that one cent. a pound is too little; but 
in regard to the other proposition upon which we 
have just voted relative to ground coffee, | should 
like to put on five cents. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Inow move to amend the 


relative tomanufactured tobacco. By an amend- quicksilver yet. ‘Theyare mining and producing judgment, add perhaps millions to the receipts of 
ment adopted last night, there was an invidious the ore and endeavoring to reduce it. There are || the Government under this bill, and I am quite 
distinction made between plug and cut tobacco, || Many others. A tax of five per cent. on them aware thatit will affect more largely my own.con- 
The duty upon fine-cut was raised from thirty- || would have the effect, probably, of stopping their || stituents than the people of any offer State; but 
five to forty-fivecents. The effect of my amend- works, : such ismy confidence in their patriotism and their 
ment will be to raise the same revenue from cav- I think that if the honorable chairman of the |} willingness to contribute their full share to the 
endish, plug, and twist that you now raise upon || Committee on Finance would give his attention to || revenues of the Government in this crisis, that I 
fine-cut. There should be no distinction between | it, if the matter were allowed to be passed over || believe I shall secure their commendation rather 
the two. | now until we get into the Senate, the provision || than their censure for moving this amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will || might be reconstructed so as to give us quite as The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
suggest to the Senator from Michigan that the || much tax as the five per cent. amount, anda much || ment will be read. 
clause to which he refers has been already stricken || More just one as applied to those engaged in ex- The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 


out and another clause inserted in lieu of it, and perimental effort in producing quicksilver. My || out all after the word “ that,” in line one of sec- 
therefore his amendment is not now in order. opinion decidedly is that this particular provis- || ion one hundred and two, down to and including 
Mr. CHANDLER. I must wait until the bill || ion should be reconstructed. { have explained || the word ‘ respectively”? in line twenty-one, and 
gets into the Senate, I suppose. that the tax on quicksilver, whgsever it may be, || to insert the following in lieu thereof; 
= Mr. JOHNSON. I propose to amend a part will be added to the cost of the production of gold, Every person, firm, company, or corporation, owning or 
of the ninety-third section, which will be found || 20d to that extent itis an indirect tax on that pro~ || Possessing, oF NE AI Se naan ere ea. 
. 4 sll ! : . 3 - 4: road, canal, steamboat, ship, barge, canal boat, or other 
on page 140, lines three hundred and forty-aix and duction. I will aay that Lam in favor of indirect vessel, or any stage-coach or other vehicle engaged or ein- 
three hundred and forty-seven, by striking out the || Provisions for taxing that product, because | ployed in the business of transporting passengers or prop 
word ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘three.’ As the think itis the most unobjectionable way. ldo erty for hire, or in transporting the mails ot the United 
clause now stands it imposes a duty of five per not make so much complaint of that; but I sug- Stat®s, or any canal the water of which is used for inining 
cent. ad valorem on quicksilver. [have very good || geSt thata duty should not be imposed upon com- 
reasons for believing that that will be a most ruin- || panies who do not produce quicksilver enough to 
ous tax. This interest can afford to pay three poy their expenses. The experiments that are 
fe cent., although there is some doubt about that. eing made to produce quicksilver by other com- 
tis very important to the development of gold || panies than the New Almaden, should be en- 
and silver in California, particularly of gold, that || couraged rather than the contrary, because that |} eign port. 
quicksilver should be made as cheap as it can be || COMpany now has a pretty thorough monopoly Mr. JOHNSON. 1 would ask the honorable 
made, and in order to accomplish thatitis neces- of the quicksilver in the American market, and || member from New York whether the description 
sary that the developmentiof quicksilver mines || !% addition senus its quicksilver all over the world. || of common earriers embraced by hisamendment, 
should be encouraged rather than discouraged. It If it be not voted upon now, I think the matter || ‘and not embraced by this section of the billas it 
is possible that the large mines now in operation should be taken into consideration when we get || stands, is not already taxed in some other por- 











per cent. upon the gross receipts of such railroad, cana, 
steamboat, ship, barge, canal boat, or otber vessel, or such 
stage-coach or other veliigle: Provided, "That the duty 
hereby imposed shail not be charged upon any vessel ex 

clusively eugaged in carrying persons or property or both to 
or from any port of the United States to or from any for- 





might be able to beara heavy tax of this kind, | into the Senate. ; tion of the bill. [ rather think so. 

but there are now being discovered in California, || Mr. FESSENDEN. If this amendment be Mr. FESSENDEN. Express companies are. 
and Oregon too, I believe, certainly in California, || Withdrawn now it can be moved aguin in the Mr. JOHNSON. They are common carriers. 
a variety of other mines, which promise a fair |; Senate. Mr. SHERMAN. They are provided for by 
remuneration to the discoverers if they can be |} Mr. McDOUGALL. Before that is done I || the next section, 

worked at anything like a moderate expense, and |! wish to suggest an amendment that I desire to Mr. JOHNSON. Will they not be included 


it is very important to us that we should ercour- || propose, in order that the chairman of the Finance || in this too? 
age them, so that we may compete with the quick- || Committee may consider it. 1 propose to leate Mr.SHERMAN. They do notown the roads 
silver mines of Spain. ’ || this clause as it stands, but to add the words “on || or vehicles in which they transport goods. 
From information which I have,and on which || the gross proceeds less the cost of production, Mr. JOHNSON. Let the amendment be read 
I think feliance may be placed, considering the || such proceeds and cost of production to be ascer- again. I do not know that | understand it thor- 
sources from which ioe it, it seems to me that a hitpeid and determined by such rules and regula- |} oughly. 
duty of five per cent, is rather more than it would || tions as may be prescribed hy the Secretary of The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read 
be politic to impose. .The Senators from Cali- || the Treasury.’’ A tax of five per cent. would not |} again. 
fornia, perhaps, are in possession of information || be objected to if it was upon the results of the The Secretary aguin read it. 
on this subject, and I appeal to the one whom I || mine. ‘The five per cent. as it stands in the bill Mr. JOHNSON. Now I submit to the hon- 
have the pleasure to see before me on the other || is equal to fifteen per cent. on the net proceeds of || orable member from New York that thatembraces 
side of the Chamber, [Mr. Conyess,] the other || the mine. Two per cent. on the gross proceeds || express companies, which are already embraced 
Senator not being now in his seat, whether a tax || would be six per cent. on thenét. This interest |) in the next section of the bill as it stands. The 
of three per cent. would not be as great a tax as, || has always been favored by the Mexican Gov- 
under all the circumstances, this particular article |} ernment, and premiums awarded by the Junta de 
should have imposed upon it. Mineria of Mexico for the purpose of developing 
Mr. CONNESS. As has been stated by the || quicksilver mines, quicksilver being essential to 
honorable Senator from Maryland, quicksilver is || the production of gold and silver. That has been 
used very largely for mining purposes, and the || considered a matter of policy on the part of the 
tax of five per cent. here imposed, in addition to || Spanish Government and the Mexican Govern- 
being a tax upon quicksilver, is also a tax on the || ment, and should be by ourGovernment. A tax 
production of gold and silver. There is no gold || of five per cent. on the net proceeds would not be 
or silver extracted from ore without the use of || objected to; and I think the amendment which | 
quicksilver. ‘There is one great quicksilver pro- || have suggested is in such: form as to accomplish 
ducing mine-in California, the New Almaden |! that object. But even three per cent., as suggested || New York, the express companies ought to be 
mine, that we have all heard of. A tax of five || by the Senator from Maryland, would be too || excepted in some way or other from that amend- 
per cent., although it would bea very heavy tax || much as a tax upon gross proceeds. The work- || ment, 
on them, | have no doubt the proprietors of that ! ing of quicksilver minesis a very expensive busi- | Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not think this amend- 
mine could well afford to pay. But it is unlike a !| | ment covers express companies. 
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them, own the carriages in which they carry their 
freight, and at times they carry passengers, | be- 
lieve. They own the boats in which they trans- 
port freight through the canals, and they use the 
cars on several ratlroads in which they carry the 
freight upon the railroads; and they are taxed in 
a succeeding part of the bill. ‘They will be found 
to be taxed in the one hundred and third section 
on pages 156 and 157. if it be proper to amend 
the billas proposed by the honorable member from 





ness; and according to the best information | have, ! 


purposes, shail be subject to pay a duty of two and a half 


express companies, most of them if not all of 
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Mr.JOHNSON. I ecannot make myself under- \| 


siood, | know they are not described by this |} 
section of the bill as it stands,Jand are therefore 
only taxed by the one hundred and third section, 


which appears « 


Senator from Ne w York pro} o8ses to amend by 


striking out the one hundred and second section | 


as it stands, and proposes an amendment in re- 
lation to common carriers, he includes express 
companies, because he applies it to all companies 
whoown the vehicles in which they carry freight, 
and as I have just stated that is the case with 
most of the « Xpress Companies as regurds the cars 
which they run upon the railroads, 


cars, but the ears themselves are theirs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator 
‘except eX press companies. ’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, * Lexceptexpress companies 
as included im the next section.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 had proposed myself to 
amend the next section so as to make the duty 
Upon eXpress companies the ‘ 


can 


same, two and a 


half per cent., a8 upon other common carriers. | 


It seems to me there is no difficulty about that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Thatis all Il want to guard 
against, and that | am sure is the purpose of the 
Senator, because it is justin itself that they should 
not be taxed twice. 

Mr. HARRAS. Certainly not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


ryland will aliow me, 1 will suggest to him to 


amend this amendment soas to haveatax of two |! 


and one half per cent. on all common carriers upon 
whom no duty is assessed by any other provision 
of this bill, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was about to suggest such 
a modification to the honorable mover. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will remark that for one 
reason that may seem unimportant to Senators, 
it is better to Jeave the provision in two sections. 
There are many references in this bill to such and 
such a section of the bill, and any derangement 
of the sections may produce embarrassment. 
‘Therefore it is as well to have two sections, one 
in regard to common carriers, the other in regard 
to eXpress companies. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That I have no objection to; 
but | do not want express companies taxed twice. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Is the Senator asa lawyer 
apprehensive that if we should adopt the amend- 
ment and then leave the next seetion as it stands, 
the result would be to put five and one half per 
cent, on express companies, two and one half per 
cent. by this amendment and three per cent. by 
the next section 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lam afraid of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Under no possible con- 
struction could it be done, because the two are dis- 
tinguished by the act; but the Senator can reach 
it very well by simply saying “‘ except express 
companies, 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
we are about to adopt the amendment proposed 
by the honorable member from New York, | will 
make again a suggestion that I made some days 
ago in relation to this subject, and | think the pro- 
priety of the change which | am about to state 
will address itself at once to the Senate, By the 
section as it now stands and as it will stand if it 
should be amended as proposed by the honorable 
member from New York, you tax steamboats 
two andahalf per cent. on their gross proceeds. 
There is a line of steamboats—and that is the 
case in other sections than in the section to which 
I am about to refer—that runs from Baltimore to 
Philadelphia and to New York by the inland 
water route. They go through the Chesapeake 
and Delaware canal and through the Delaware 


and Raritan canal, and they have to pay for go- | 


ing through each of those canals the tolls which 
those canal companies are authorized to charge 
and do charge. They pay, therefore, say in the 
course of « year in running to Philadelphia—it 
is much larger than the sum Lam about to state, 


yeake and Delaware canal; but before they pay 
itand as the fund with which they pay il, they 
receive it trom their customers. A man who 
wants his goods carricd from Baltimore to Phil- 
adelphia or from Philadelphia to Baltimore, and 
in the same way as between New York and Bal- 
timore, and Philadelphia and New York, has to 
pay a sum made up of what the steamboat owner 


in pages 156 and 157; but as the | 


They ayy || 


the railroads for the privilege of running their | 


If the Senator from Ma- 


That is what I propose. If 








|| the putting on o 
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ought to receive and is to. keep as profit for his 
own investment in his own boats and for hisown 
disbursement, and in addition the argount that 
the owner has to pay to the canals through which 
his boat has to pass. He gets, therefore, from 
his customer when he leaves New York or where 
ever the money is paid, a sum made up of these 
two items, his own charge proper and a sum in 
addition to his own charge proper which he wants 
in order to meet the expense of going through 
| the canal. 
| in some form or other; butif you tax the owners 
| of the boats upon their gross receipts, you tax in 
part what they pay to the canal proprietors, and 
then you have in another portion of the bill a tax 


| 
|| upon the gross receipts of the canal, so that if | 
BAV | 


the canal receives in the course of a year $100,000 
from these steamboat owners you tax two and a 
| half per cent. upon that $100,000 as against the 
stenmboat owners and you tax the same $100,000 
as against the proprietors of the canal, which is 
obvieusly a double tax. I had intended when 
the proper time should arrive—and 4t is not im- 
proper Lo suggest itnow—to add to the section of 
the bill which contains the tax this proviso: 


| Provided, That steamers traversing eanals in whole or in 
| part, shall be allowed a deduction in the return of their 
gross receipts of such sum as may be paid by them for toll. 

It seems to me that would be proper, because 
supposing now that they pay in toll one half of the 
gross receipts which come into their possession, 


your tax upon them of two and a half per cent. | 


upon gross proceeds is virtually a tax upon them 
of five per cent. upon what belongs to them, and 


if you tax the canal proprietors two and a half | 
| per cent. on that half which they receive, you 


levy a tax of five per cent. upon that sum, which 
would seem to be unjust, 

The injustice, if tt be unjust, (and I think it is 
| not what the Senate designs to do,) may be avoid- 
ed by authorizing the companies whose steam- 
boats go through the canals, and have to pay toll, 
to be allowed a deduction out of their gross re- 
ceipts, of the amount which they may have to pay 
in the way of toll, 

Mr. POMEROY. [like a portion of this amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, but I think 
there are some portions of it that should be 
changed, It ought to be remarked that not all 
expresses are express companies. ‘There are only 


there are in this country nearly five hundred ex- 
presses. There are said to be four hundred and 


few express companies, and this provision bears 
equally and hard on those small expresses that 
run for the accommodation of our people out of 
the cities a little way, and in the cities carry pack- 


chase goods. While I think the express com- 
pais can bear a tax, and perhaps a large tax, it 
would be very heavy on these small expresses, and 
these small expresses outnumber the express com- 
panies as one to one hundred. 


tor from New York twoand a half per cent. tax 
upon the gross receipts of all the stage companies. 
| In the old States stage companies have passed 
| away; staging is done away with pretty much; 
but im the new States stage-coaches are quite an 
institution, Senators are aware that all the mails 
are contracted to be carried under whatare called 


gers, but the people in the community insist in 
almost all instances that those who get a contract 
to carry the mail under a star bid shall carry it 


ways to puton coaches. Under thisamendment 
of the Senator from New York the receipts of 
coaches for carrying passengers are to be taxed 


‘| two anda half ps cent., which will discourage 
coaches, and in the new States | 
in some instances perhaps will entirely destroy | 


| them. 
I am sure—several thousand dollars to the Chesa- | 


Then in the third place there is a large stage 
interest that runs across the continent called ** the 


overland stage.’’? Two anda half per cent. on | 
the gross receipts of that company, of course, 
That is particularly ob- | 


would be very large. 
jectionable at this time, because they are carrying 
that mail at a most enormous expense. They 


| have to do their business in the western part of | 
| the country on a gold basis, and are receiving for | 


e 


| is very far depreciated below gold. 


It is true that that ought to be taxed | 


| coaches, 


| pay this percentage, an 


perhaps five large express companies, and yet | 


fifty expresses in this country and only a very | 


| him, that if adopted it will add a ver 


Again, there. is in this amendment of the Sena- | 


star bids; thatis, the contractors can carry the | 
mails without having stage coaches for passen- | 


ia coaches; and they influence them in various | 
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compensation the currency of the country, which 
Then, again, 
{oOo support their Stage 8, they are paying &a most 
fabulous price now In the vicinity of the Rocky 
mountains in consequence of the great immigra- 
tion there to the mines; they are paying more 
than ten dollars a bushel for oats and corn, and 
to put on the gross receipts of such a company 
as that two and a half per cent. would be most 
onerous and burdensome. But I do not care so 
much for that company as for the new States 
where we are trying to induce those who carry 
the mails to carry them in coaches for the accom- 
modation of the people. The influence of this 
tax will be to drive the coaches off, and the con- 
tractors can carry the mails under star bids on 
horseback or mules. If they do that, the com- 
munity will get none of the benefits of having 
I suppose the Senators from the old 
States wliere they have gotthrough using coaches, 
perhaps will see no point in this. 

Mr. COLLAMER. © I suggest to the gentleman 
that in the town in which I live we have thirty 
coaches a week out and in. 


Mr. POMEROY. In Statés where the roads 


\| are well made and where there is a regular estab- 


lished coach business, where it is not starting the 
thing anew, the stage-coaches may bear this ex- 


| tra tax; but in a new country where the popula- 


tion is so sparse that it is almost impossible to 
support a stage-coach, and where they have the 
right to carry the mail on the back of a mule, it 
will drive off the coaches entirely, and that will 
be a great inconvenience to our people. 
Mr.GRIMES. There may be some companies 


in the State of Kansas that may be driven out, 


' but I have never come across any such in that 


portion of the West which I have known, so far 
as my experience for about thirty years in staging 
has gone, and I have donea good deal of it in that 
time. They charge amply sufficient to afford to 

H will be only inclined to 
add the percentage to the amount they have here- 
tofore charged. I do not know a reason why 
stage companies should not pay their proportion 
of the revenue in this shape just as well as any 
other companies, just as well as railroad compa- 


| nies. Every other class of the community is com- 
| pelled to pay its proportion. 


Mr. POMEROY. I have been through the 


State of Lowa two or three times in stage-coaches, 
and | confess I think they can stand a tax there 


| very well. 


Mr.GRIMES. One of them is one of the richi- 
est companies and one of the most profitable eom- 
panies in the world. I think they can afford to 
pay taxes as well as other people. 


ir. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say in 


ages for the accommodation of persons who pur- || regard to this amendment offered by the honor- 


able Senator from New York that I believe with 
consider- 
able sum to the revenue—how much | do not 
know—ard as Ido not see anything wrong about 
it, ] am rather under obligations to him for pro- 
posing the amendment. At any rate I do not see 
any such objections as would induce me to op- 


| pose it, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. I feel obliged again to bring 


| to the attention of the Senate my constituents 


who are engaged in the manufacture of leather 
mittens 

Mr.SUMNER. Allow me toask the Senator 
if he does not propose to make a motion in refer- 
ence to the next section, concerning the express 
companies. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; I will first attend to 
that. In section one liundred and three, I move 
to strike out “three” tu line three and to insert 
**two and a half.” 


Mr. SUMNER. 





I venture to suggest to my 


| friend from New York, while he is engaged in 


amending that section, to go stiil further and to 
decrease the tax to two per cent., which is what 
it was in the last act. The Senator is aware that 
the income tax in the bill now under consider- 
ation, applicable to express companies, is _in- 
creased. By the clause under consideration it is 
proposed also to increase the cirect tax upon ex- 
press companies. The communications that I 
receive from my part of the country go to show 
that the business cannot bear this increased tax, 
being a double increase, first on the income, and 
secondly on this direct tax. I would suggest, 
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while we have this subject under consideration, 


the propriety of reducing the tax from three oe 
eet. to two per cent.; that would make it what 


it was made two years ago. 
Mr. HARRIS. I think it is desirable to secure 





| 


considerable revenue to the Government. 


uniformity in these taxes as muchas possible, to || 


equalize them; indeed | think the bill in that re- 
spect is in some parts of itobjectionable. I bave 


offered this amendment to charge the same duty | 


upon those engaged in the express business as 
upon other common carriers. Lt is for that rea- 
son that | have moved to make the duty two and 
a half per cent., the same as is proposed in the 


preceding section on other common carriers; ] 


prefer, therefore, that it should be two and a halt 
rather than two. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New York 
to strike out ‘three’? and to insert **two and a 
half.” 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to inquire 
whether the words ** express business’’ embrace 
allthe expresses of the country? 

Mr. HARRIS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, ‘ Any person, company, 
or corporation carrying on or doing an express 
business”’ is the language. 

Mr. POMEROY. That includes them all. 

The amendmeut was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In the one hundred and sec- 
ond section | think there should be an amend- 
ment in the twenty-third line by inserting the 
word * ferry’’ after the wérds * toll road.’’ There 
are a great many little ferries inthe country which 
earn nothing; they are a convenience to the com- 
munity, but really bring in no income. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it would be an im- 
provement to say ‘ferry-boats.”” There are a 
thousand little streams where we run a rope ferry 
to accommodate individuals; and some of our 
manufacturing establishments have conveniences 
to ferry across in hand-boats. Do you mean to 
tax them? A ferry-boat propelled by steam, or 
something recognized by the committee, [ think 
properly should be taxed; but I do not believe 
we ought to go down and tax every one of these 
ferries. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
provision he would see that his remark does not 
apply. It is, ‘**any toll road, ferry, or bridge, 
authorized by law to receive toll.’’ 

Mr. POMEROY. f do not know but that 
these others are authorized to receive toll. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. This amendment will require 
that the same word should be inserted after the 
words ‘* toll road,” in the twenty-fifth line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word 
‘* ferry’? will be inserted in that place in order to 
make the section consistent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lnow ask theattention of the 
Senate to the amendment I propose in relation to 
the manufacturers of gloves and mittens. .On 
page 14], line three hundred and seventy-one of 
section ninety-three, i move to insert after the 
word ** oil’? the words *‘ and kid;’’ so as to read 
‘© on oil and kid-dressed leather,’’ &c. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. There is already in the 
three hundred and sixtieth line a duty on kid of 
five per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS, The duty in the three hun- 
dred and sixtieth line [ have no objection to; let 
that stand; that is on kid skins. 

_ Mr. FESSENDEN, On kid “ tanned or dressed 
in the rough.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS,: There is a peculiar mode of 
dressing sheep. skins which is called kid-dressing. 
It is a mode of dressing sheep skins for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing gloves. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that is hardly 
fair. 1 do not say that for the Senator, but for 
the gentleman whom he represents in this matter. 
That gentleman has been about here for the last 
three or four weeks; a very clever gentleman he 
is, ] should think; [have nota word to say against 
him. He proposed, in the first place, to insert 
** kid.”? Lt is bee -use it comes in competition with 
him that he wants it. He does not make it. 

Mr. HARRIS. | Certainly he does, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why does he want the 
duty put on? He has been protesting against the 
duty all along. 
Mr. HARRIS. I am going to offer another 
amendment in a moment to correspond with it. 


If the Senator had read the | 











The fact is that there is a county in the State of 
New York the inhabitants of which are chiefly 
engaged in the manufacture of gloves and mittens, 
a very industrious people, who are paying avery 
This 
is the process: they take mastly sheep skins; they 
get such deer skins as they cau, but they cannot 
get enough for their purpose. Most of these 
sheep skins are imported from the Cape of Good 
Hope, the south of Africa, and pay to the Govern- 
ment an import duty of fifieen per cent. now. 
They take the sheep skins and dress them; some 
of them are what are called oil-dressed, and they 
are manufactured into that article known in the 
market as leather mittens. Some of them are kid- 
dressed, another mode of manufacture which gives 
them the color and appearance of gloves, and the 
manufacture them into gloves. There is the oi 


[| 


dressed sheep skin and the kid-dressed sheep skin. 


The gne is manufactured into leather mittens, the | 


other is manufactured into gloves,a coarse kind 
of glove, but a glove that is sokd and used con- 
siderably now, not as fine as the imported glove, 
but a useful glove. This is the article they are 
manufacturing. They purchase these sheep skins, 
they dress these sheep skins, and then they them- 
selves manufacture them intogloves and mittens, 
Now, what they desire and what I on their be- 
half desire is that they shall be taxed upon their 
manufacture, upon their gloves and mittens. 
They take these skins from the importer, they 
dress them, oil-dress them or kid-dress them, and 
cut them up and work them up into mittens and 
gloves, and then put them into the market. 

There is no reason in the world why they should 
be first taxed upon the skins that they have 
dressed and then taxed again upon their gloves 
and mittens. That is all thereisaboutit. They 
are willing to pay one tax, and let Congress put 
upon them such tax as itsees fit. They do not 
object to that. The tax now is three per cent. 
upon their manufacture. It is proposed to put 
five per cent, upon it by this bill. If thatis not 
enough, put on more; but do not tax it twice, that 
is all. I 
port the sheep skin, or they purchase the deer 
skin wherever they can get it. They dress it, 
and then themselves make it up into gloves and 
mittens. I propose to add the word * kid” where 
I have suggested, and then I shall propose this 
provision further: 

Provided, That when the manufacturer of such leather 
or skius shall use the samein the manufacture of gloves, 
mittens, or moccasins, the duty shall be charged upon such 


gloves, mittens, or moec ‘ns, and not upon the leather or 
skin used in the manufacture. 


It is just taking the ad valorem price of the ar- | 


ticle they put mto the market and charging them 
the duty upon that article, but not charging them 
with a duty upon the material out of which they 
make it before they manufacture it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
not put in, and the other provision suggested by 
the Senator from New York be made, the effect 


will be that these manufacturers will pay only. 


five per cents, because they will pay nothing on 
the raw material. The Senate will see that new 
it speaks of *‘ oil-dressed leather and deer skins.”’ 
The Senator from New York would make the 


They manufacture the article, they im- | 


If the word ‘kid’? is | 
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stood it; but for this provision on page 126, in 

section ninety-two, all would have gone well: 
Provided, That whenever & producer or manufacturer— 
Like this man is— 





shall use, or shall remove for consumption or use, any ar 
ticles, goods, wares, or mereclaudise, which if removed tor 
ale would be liable to taxation, he shall be assessed upon 
the sal value of the articles, . Wares, Or Hie. 
chandise so used or so removed for consumption or use. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That was stated also, 
and in order to prevent that aod make it pertecely 


ible riddis 


| clear what that proviso means | have had the 


word ‘*used’’ struck out and the word * con- 
sumed’’ put in; that is to say, if he consames 
them himself, to apply precisely the same rule to 


| these manufacturers as to all others, that they 


shall pay a duty on what they consume for their 
own purposes. ‘That is all it means. 
Mr. HARRIS. So faras it has been construed 


by the Commissioner, it means that the consumer 


of these skins for the purpose of manufactur- 
| ing them into gloves and mittens pays a tax on 


| the skins consumed, the skins worked up, and 
| then the provision in a preceding clause of this 
|| Same section provides that he shall pay a tax on 


| gloves aud mittens manufactured, 


| ticles of that kind that is not adouble tax. 

manufacturers of leather they pay a tax on the 
| leather in the first place, and then they pay a tax 
| on the boots and shoes manufactured. 


It isa double 
tax. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 


It may be so and it 
should be so. 


There is not a tax levied upon ar- 


‘Take 


You do 
So # is with a great 
W hat these gentlemen want 


not deduct the first tax. 
number of arucles. 


jand what they get by the amendment we mado, 


and | am satisfied the amendment is wrong— 

Mr. HARRIS. I am, too. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. lt ought to be struck out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think it amounts to 
anything. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. They ought to pay the 
double tax as much as anybody else. The fact 
is in regard to them that they stand in an anom- 
alous position. Instead of making the raw ma- 


| terial, as many other persons do, and then pay- 
, ing a tax on itand selling it as raw material to 


the person who buys it and makes it up, and pays 
another tax, they work up their own raw ma- 
terial into gloves or mittens. Although every- 
body else, where an article in process of manu- 


|| facture goes through two different hands, pays 


Senate believe, or ratherthe gentleman who makes | 
these representations to him, that they want | 


‘kid’? putin. For what purpose? 
would seem to get the tax on kid. 
it is out; there is no tax on it. The reason why 
they want it put in is that they fear the compett- 


Certainly it | 
At present | 


tion of kid in some way, and they want to impose | 


the same tax upon it when dressed in that way. 


This gentleman wrote me a note in which he pro- | 


posed in the first place to put in ‘* kid’? as being 
of advantage tohim. Then he wrote me «note in 


which he said, ‘* 1f you will only put in the words | 


‘ when sold or removed for sale’ I will not ask you 
to putin ‘ kid.’”’ 
he gets the Senator from New York to move to 
put ** kid’? in. 

Mr. HARRIS. He told me that, and I sug- 
gested to him the trouble. He made that bargain 
with you undoubtedly, but the trouble is here: 
there is a provision jn this Lill of which he was 
not aware, Which entirely destroys the effeet of 
that amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


What is that provision? 
It is on page 126, an he un- 


That we acceded to, and now | 


ten per cent., these people, because they not only 
prepare the raw material but manufacture it them- 
selves, want to get off with paying five per cent. 
That is their object, and that gives them a mo- 
nopoly of the market. The thing itself%s not 
just. [ would not have said anything about it if 
they had not chosen, after we have endeavored to 
examine this matter, to push it still fumher. 1 
do not see any reason in the world why they 
should be exempted from the same kind of tax 
that others are subject to, and | am opposed to 
all the amendments that the Senator proposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Theeffect of this provision as 
it pow stands is to tax these manuficturers ten per 
cent. on their products, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; many others 
are taxed ten per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Two years ago in the old bill 
it was provided that they should pay a tax of 
three per cent. on skins manufactured, and then 
that they should pay an additional tax upon the 
increased value when they were converted into 
gloves. ‘To that | have no objection; that is fair; 
that is what is provided in other cases in this bill; 
but it is severe and | think unjustly severe; it is 
an unjust discrimination against these manufac- 
turers to tax them ten per cent.; itis hard on 
their manufacture, It is not what is done in an- 
other case, | apprehend, in this bill; at any rate 
[have notseenit. It would be far better, | would 
prefer, that you should say at once, if the Senate 
mean to d@it, that they shall be taxed uvon their 
gloves. and mittens ten per cent.; but the Senate 
would not be willing to do that, and yet indi- 
rectly they are doing just that thing. 

Mr. CLARK, Let me suggest to the Senator 
from New York that there are parties in the coun- 


| try who manufaeture the gloves that do not man- 
|| ufacture the leather. 


derstood your amendment and as | have under- || know it. 


Mr. HARRIS. No, sir. 
Mr. CLARK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I 











} 


ae 


4 


4 





ae 


roger 


tae 


Te 8 PA > 


ord 
— 


Te Pia 


a 


own 
bois. 


See! 


; 
' 


I iia ccslilieeaeeaae 


Mr. HARRIS. Nineteen twentieths of this 
business is done in one county in New York. 
Mr. CLARK. I know parties who manufac- 


Mr. HARRIS, 
from? 
Mr. CLARK. 


my own State. They buy it. 


There is an establishment in | 
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| the original stock and all other branches of manu- | by the selling of these bills and notes. There 
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|| facture in this country which do not come within || may be, perhaps, in the city of New York a hun- 


Mr. COLLAMER. Under my own eyes at | 


home large quantities are manufactured in that || the Senator from New York can be in the manu- 
|| facture of mittens and gloves for the hand. 


Where one party manufactures | 


way. 
Mr.CLARK. 
the leather, he will have to pay a tax on loather, 
and another party who manufactures gloves will 
have to pay the tax on gloves, which makes ten 
+ cent. aliogether. If these pcople choose to do 
both, they should pay ten per cent. 
_ Mr. TEN EYCK. IL moved yesterday, but 
it was then out of order, to strike out the words 


‘* when sold or removed for sale”? from this par- | 


agraph of the section. 
ject 
strictly in order to wait until the bill shall have 
been reported to the Senate and then to move the 
amendment which | moved yesterday ; but inas- 
much as this whole subject is now under consid- 
eration and the object is to understand the effect 
of this paragraph in all its bearings, it may be 
verhaps as well now to consider it. 
hens be more appropriate and more convenient 
to have a full understanding of the whole matter 


To accomplish the ob- 


now than to postpone it until the motion may | 


properly be made at a later period, and by an 
understanding ngw perhaps we may arrive at an 
adjustment of the paragraph in the way in which 
it should be corrected. 

This exception which it is sought on the part 
of the Senator from New York to apply to a cer- 
tain branch of trade in a certain county of his 
State also applies to other very important branches 
of trade in each one of the northern States of this 
Union. He has a particular interest in this man- 
ufacture of mittens, gloves, &c., and the para- 
graph exempts from a duty all oil-dressed leather 
as well as deer skins, and the operation of the 
section is very extensive, very unjust, and very 
unequal, because it makes a particular discrimi- 
nation between classes of manufacturers who are 
equally meritorious. The clause in this section 
that all this kind of leather shall be exempt from 
this duty of five percent. ad valorem “‘ when sold 


or removed for sale,’’ creates the exception which | 


has already been referred to. This exception is 
in behalf of the man who manufactures gloves 
and mittens who is also the manufacturer of the 
skins or the article out of which they are made. 


It does not stop there, but it goes on and exempts | 


al! the oil-dressed leather, and all the harness and 
all the shoes and everything of that kind made in 
this country out of oil-dressed leather from the 
tax or duty of five per cent. ad valorem in the 
hands ofthe man who manufactures the oil-dressed 
leather into harness and into shoes; whereas his 


competitor in the same town in the manufacture | 


of harness and shoes who does not manufacture 
the original oil“dressed leather has a duty of ten 
per cent. imposed on his business, because there 


is a duty of five per cent. imposed on the leather | 
itself, which is not made up to the man who | 


makes it, and then five per cent. afterwards on 
the manufacture. 

I can state a case. Boots and shoes I have 
mentioned. I know of a very large manufactory 
of cavalry belts and things of that kind; I know 


two of them in one town supplying in a great | 


measure the Army. One of those manufacturers 


of cavalry beits manufactures the leather himself. | 


Mr. A does that, and he has to pay a duty of 
but five per cent. Mr. B, who buys the leather 
for the purpose of manufacturing it into belts, 
has to pay a duty of five per cent on the leather, 
and he is alao subject to a duty of five per cent. 
on his manufacture, so that you make a discri- 
mination between two manufacturers ih the same 
town in the same branch of business, simply be- 
cause one has a little more capital than the other, 
and one is enabled to manufacture the original 
stock which the second man has to purchase and 
pay for. 1 do not see the reason or propriety of 
that. 


Then, again, there is another discrimination in || 
favor of this kind of business or manufacture as | 


between the person who is exempted from this 


it may per- || 


have in view, it would be perhaps more | 


i] 
i} 


equally entitled to consideration when we come 


State of New York. Some of my constituents 
are as much interested in the manufacture of har- 
ness and boots and shoes as the constituents of 


I think the whole section ought to be amended 
so as to correct this inequality, and I trust it may 
be done by abiding by the section as it was re- 
ported by the committee and striking out the pro- 
vision which restricts the duty of five per cent. 


| ad valorem on articles which are not sold before 


they are manufactured. Iask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment of the Senator from New 
York. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Carlile, Davis, Harlan, 
Harris, Hicks, McDougall, Morgan, Powell, Ramsey, Sauls- 
bury, Suyaner, and Willey—14. 

NAYS—Mesers. Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Howe, Johnson, Morrill, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, 
and Wilson—17. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Chandler, Conness, Dixon, Grimes, 
Hale, Harding, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, 


| Nesmith, Pomeroy, Richardson, Riddle, Sprague, Trum- 











| 


bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wright—18. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK. I move further to amend the 
bill, on page 230, by inserting after the word 
‘acts,’’ in line thirty-six, the words ‘* on draw- 
backs the right to which has already accrued or 
which may hereafter accrue under said acts.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. I move to amend the 
bill on page 212, by inserting after the word 
‘*use,’’ in line ten of section one hundred and 
sixty-two, the words ‘‘or record.”’ In line five 
it speaks about these papers being ‘ recorded or 


admitted or used in evidence,’’ and in line twelve 


the ‘register or recorder’’ is spoken of, It is 
therefore necessary to insert the words ‘‘ or rec- 
ord’? after ** use,’’ in the tenth line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VAN WINKLE. In the same section I 
move to insert after the word ‘*stamp,”’ in line 
seventeen, the words ‘ or stamps,’’ 80 as to agree 
with the residue of the section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. I move also to amend 
section one hundred and sixty by striking out, in 
line one hundred and thirty-seven, the words ‘an 
affidavit has been made showing the reason why,”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ satisfactory proof has been made 
that.’’ The section provides that stamps spoiled 
or rendered useless may be replaced by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue on a mere affidavit 
—it does not say whose affidavit—being made that 
they cannot be returned. | merely wish to insert 
that satisfactory proof shall be made that they can- 
not be returned, 4 

Mr.JOHNSON. Satisfactory proof to whom? 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. To the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suggest that the words 
‘*to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue’’ be 
inserted. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. The previous line 
speaks of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
arid therefore the insertion of the words *‘ to him”’ 
will be sufficient. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The proof must be made 
to him and to nobody else, because he is the per- 
son authorized to perform the act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia accept the modification 
of his amendment? 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. Certainly; I have no 
objection to inserting the words “to him.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wish to move two amend- 
ments on pages 90and 92. There are in the large 
cities of the country, especially New York, aclass 
of persons called bill brokers, whose business it 
ie to sell, asagents, promissory notes and domes- 
tic bills. They are generally unfortunate mer- 


duty of five per cent. being the manufacturer of || chants, who obtain a scanty and precarious living 








| the category of this paragraph, and which are || 
ture the gloves without manufacturthg the leather. || 


Where do they get the leather 





| changeare a very large concern. 


dred of them, perhaps more. They receive a 


|| commission of one fourth of one percent. for ne- 
| to lay duties upon them, as the manufacture of || 
| mittens and gloves in the county referred to in the || 


gotiating the sale of a promissory note. By the 
provisions of this bill they are taxed one twen- 
tieth of one percent. The amount is reduced very 
considerably from what was proposed by the 
House of Representatives. This class of people, 
having no capital in business, obtaining in this way 
a very scanty and precarious living, are classed 
by this bill under the head of ‘* brokers”’ like 
stock brokers, and are required to take out a li- 
cense, and pay for it fifty dollars. My object is 
to transfer this class of persons from that class 
of brokers to commercial brokers, so that they 
will take out a twenty dollar license instead of a 
fifty dollar license. 1 know itis notalarge affair, 
and yet it affects seriously a very worthy class 
of people, not numerous, but very worthy. My 
amendment, therefore, is to strike out the words 
‘* promissory notes or other securities,’’ in line 
ninety-five of section seventy-eight, on page 90, 
and to insert those words in line one hundred and 
thirty-seven, on page 92, to transfer these bill 
brokers from the class of brokers to the cluss of 
commercial brokers for license purposes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I doubt the propriety of 
making that amendment. It. may be that there 
are some few persons that do not do much busi- 
ness in that line, but there are a great many 
persons who do a very large business. If you 
could pick out the individuals whose business is 
so small, it might do to put a lower tax on them; 
but Iam afraid we should let off a great many 
who do a very large business and who ought to 
pay more than is proposed under the head of 
commercial brokers. ‘‘ Promissory notes or other 
securities:’’ that covers a very large class. 

“Mr. HARRIS. I only propose to cover those 
engaged as dealers in promissory notes and do- 
mestic bills of exchange. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Domestic bills of ex- 
I think it would 
be dangerous and lead to confusion to make the 
amendment. A great many persons would escape 
paying the license they ought to pay in conse- 
quence of it. It is unsafe to legislate for a few 
individuals. All these laws bear hard upon some- 
body, I suppose. I should like very much to re- 
lieve anybody that needs relief. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 12 I propose to offer 
two or threeamendments. Inline twenty-two of 
section fourteen, on page 12,1 move to strike out 
all after the word **summon”’ to the end of the 
line. The wordsto be stricken out are ** by sub- 

na to be served by any assistant assessor.’ 

Mr.FESSENDEN. How would you have it 
served ? 

Mr. HARRIS. 
that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator will 
offer his whole amendment. 

Mr.HARRIS. I have avery strong objection 
to the provisions of this section. Ido not know 
but that arbitrary arrests are necessary in these 
times, but we are becoming quite too much famil- 
iarized to them. I object entirely to allowing an 
assessor or an assistant assessor when he thinks 
an individual has disobeyed the requirements of 
his summons to arrest him and take him before 
a public officer. It is an anomalous thing; it is 
not required; and I have endeavored so to amend 
this section as to avoid that great objection, The 
proposition that I submit is this: that the as- 
sessor, when he desires to examine a person in re- 
lation to the subject of examination, his income, 
his tax, whatever it may be, may summon him 
to appear before himself, that that summons may 
be served by the assistant assessor; and that if 
he disobeys that summons, if he fails to appear 
or refuses to appear, then upon an affidavit show- 
ing the facts he may apply tothe district judge, 
or to a commissioner having the powers of a 
jndge, at chambers for an attachment, in the or- 
dinary way in which individuals are punished for 
disobeying legal process, and that the assessor 
shall not have the power himself without author- 
ity of law, except under the provisions of this 
section, without a plying to a court or a judge, 
to arrest an individual and take him before a tri- 
banal. I object entirely to this mode of giving 
authority to this class of persons to make an ar- 


I would have a provision for 
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rest without legal process. For that purpose I | from New York and myself, and especially men 


propose to strike out the clause | have mentioned, 
and | propose then to strike out from line thirty; 
two all the provision that has been inserted there, 
and to the end of line thirty-five, and to insert in 
lieu thereof these words at as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest that after line thirty-two to the end of 
line thirty-five was an amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Finance which was not reed 
to, and which, therefore, is not in the bill, but a 
substitute was inserted for it, which the Senator 
from New York can move to strike out in con- 
nection with other matter. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I propose to strike out all that 

; anes 
has been inserted after the word ‘* aforesaid”? in 
line thirty-two down to the beginning of line 
thirty-six, whatever there isin the section between 
those two points, and to insert in lieu of those 
words: 

Such summons may be served by any assistant assessor 
of the district. In case any person so summoned shall 
neglect or refuse to obey such summons according to its 
exigency, ortogive testimony, or answer interrogatories as 
required, it shall be lawful for the assessor upon affidavit 
proving the fact#to apply to the judge of the district court 
or acommissioner authorized to perform the duties of such 
judge at chambers, for an attachment against such person 
as fora contempt. It shall be the duty of such judge or 
commissioner to hear such application, and if satisfactory 
proof be made to issue an attachment directed to some 
proper officer for the arrest of such person; and upon his 
being brought before him, to proceed to a bearing of the 
case, and upon such hearing the judge or commissioner 
shall have power to make such order as he shall deem 
proper to enforce obedience to the requirement of the sum- 
mous and punish such person for his default or disobedience. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the more sim- 
plicity and the more rapidity you have in these 
proceedings the better they are for the purpose 
which you wish toaccomplish. My friend from 
New York spoke of arbitrary arrests. It is the 
first time I ever heard an arrest by process of law 
authorized by statute designated as an arbitrary 
arrest. | supposed that by “ arbitrary arrest’’ 
was understood an arrest without any law at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without process of law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This process is legal when 

we make it legal by statute. The only question 
is, who shall issue the papers? The question here 
really depends altogether on this, whether the 
assessor shall himself issue a warrant for the ar- 
rest of the person, or whether in the first place he 
shall file an affidavit and take out a warrant from 
acourt, It must be obvious to everybody that to 
require the latter will take longer time and make 
the proceeding much more expensive. As the 
section now*stands, if the assessor arrests a per- 
son he must take him directly before a court of 
the United States for adjudication; he cannot 
make any adjudication himself. The difference 
between that and this amendment is that the 
amendment puts the assessor under the necessity 
of going to the court in the first instance for a war- 
rant,and puts the Governmentof the United States 
to the expense of paying for a warrant and such 
expenses as may arise thereon and thereafter. 
The chance is that in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred, if the arrest of a man were ordered, he 
would produce the book and there would be no 
further expense. .Once ina while you might find 
a contumacious individual who would refuse to 
do it until he was finally compelled to do it by 
imprisonment or other process. 
_ It will be noticed that none of these proceed- 
ings can be had until after due notice. It isa 
section providing for a case where a man has been 
notified that his statement is not satisfactory, and 
he refuses to make any other. Then the section 
says that the assessor may notify him to pro- 
duce his books, that they may be examined, and 
he then refuses to produce his books. He having 
in the at Rony refused to account, and then hav- 
ing refused to produce his books, it ig provided 
that the assessor may issue his warrant and ar- 
rest him, and take him directly before a court 
for adjudication. Under such circumstances, is 
not that all that such a man has a right to de- 
mand? Isthere any necessity for going toa court, 
in the first instance, with an affidavit to procure 
a warrant, and have it issued on a statement of 
the facts? I think it would embarrass and delay 
the whole matter, and create unnecessary ex- 
pense. 

1 may add what I said once before to the Sen- 
ate in another connection, that men who have 
practiced law in courts as long as the Senator 








en 


| who have had the additional adygptage which he 


law as a judge, are too apt, in my judgment, to 
attach undue consequence to the regular form of 

roceeding to which they have been accustomed. 
my judgment, it is necessary in cases of this 
kind, and under statutes of this kind, in some de- 
gree to disregard that lengthy form of proceeding 
which is required in ordinary cases. I believe 
nobody will be hurt by it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iconfess, Mr. President, lam 
a little disappointed in finding this preposition re- 
sisted by the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. [I had thought that having contrived a 
way for punishing delinquents under the provis- 
ions of this bill without any violation of the or- 
dinary rules of law in respect to the arrest and 
punishment of individuals, he would have been 

uite willing to accept it. Now, sir, | confess 
that lam very mach opposed to allowing arrests 
by executive officers; | think we are familiarizing 
ourselves quite too much to that sort of thing. 
I dislike very much the provision in this section 
that an executive officer, when he thinks an indi- 
vidual has been guilty of a contempt of his au- 
thority, may, gvithout process of law, take that 
individual and carry him through the country to 
find acourt. I desire never to see such a thing 
as that in this country. It is trifling with the 
liberties of the citizen unnecessarily,in my judg- 
ment. Butif the Senator from Maine thinks it 
fit to retain this provision, and to authorize an as- 
sistant assessor, when he thinks a party has been 
guilty of contempt, to arrest him himself without 
Judicial process, without applying to any judicial 
tribunal, I shall not resist it further; but it seems 
to me it is far better to do in this case just what 
is done in ten thousand other cases where a per- 
son has been guilty of default or any delinquency, 
to apply to a judicial officer for process of arrest. 
Itcan be done withoutdifficulty. Itis done every 
day in other cases. Why not do it in this? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, to strike out the words ** by subpena 
to be served by any assistant assessor,” in the 
twenty-second line of the fourteenth section. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes sixteen, 
noes not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, to strike out the word “ appear,”’ in 
the twenty-sixth line, and to insert ** before such 
assessor,’’ and then after the word ** aforesaid,” 
in the thirty-second line, to strike out down to line 
thirty-six, and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I havesome amendments 
to propose, some of which are verbal and some 
material. In the first place, | wish to call atten- 
tion to an amendment that | proposed the other 
day in relation to titlestoland. { move to insert 
at the end of section one hundred and fifty-seven, 
on page 207, this proviso: 

Provided, That the title of a purchaser of land by a deed 
duly stamped shall not be defeated or affected by the want 
of a proper stamp on any deed conveying said land, by any 
person through or under whom he claims or holds title. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘J fear that that is hardly 
specific enough. | think the latter clause would 
read better if it were ‘‘ any person through or un- 
der whom his grantor claims or holds title.”’ 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have no objection to 
that; and | so modify my amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. The next amendment 
which | wish to propose relates to a feature which 
was in the former bill, but has been left out of this, 
and I desire in some shape to putitin. In the 
present law a distinction 1s made asto the income 
tax between resident citizens and non-resident 
citizens of the United States. We do not desire 
that our citizens who have incomes in this coun- 
try, dividends of banks, and incomes from other 
corporations and from interest on the public debt, 
should go out of the country, reside in Paris or 
elsewhere, avoiding the risk of being drafted or 
contributing anything personally to the require- 
ments of the country at this time, and get off with 


as low a tax as anybody clse. The law as it now || 


| Stands makes a difference to those persons of two 
| per cent. in the income tax on account of the ob- 


| 

1 

} 

has had and | have not had of administering the | 
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abroad, and endured by those who = 
| think that is a Wise and wholesome 


pat home. 
| istinction, 
and it ought to be preserved. tought not to be 
| allowed to drop out of this kaw. It has been drop- 
| ped out of the bill by the House of Representa- 
| tives, | do not know exactly upon what ground. 
| The bill provides: 


That there shall be levied, collected, and paid annually 
upon the annual gains, profits, er income of every person 
residing in the United States, or of any citizen of the Uni- 
ted States residing abroad, whether derived from any kind 
of property, rents, interest, &c. 


They have put in a provision that they mean 
to collect a tax off those citizens who reside 
abroad; and therefore the distinction could not 
have been left out for the reason that it was sup- 
posed the additional tax could not be collected, as 
some of my friends suggest to me. I propose 
that the words **or of any citizen of the United 
States residing abroad’’ be stricken out in the 
fourth line of the ond*hundred and fifteenth see- 
tion, on page 170, and then to insert in line six- 
teen of that section these words: 

And upon the annual gains; profits, and income, rents 
and dividends, accruing upon any property, securities, and 
stocks owned in the United States by any citizen of the 
United States residing abroad not in the employment of the 
Government of the United States, there shall be jevied, 
collected, and paid a duty of two per cent. more than upon 
resident citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CONNESS. I should like to hear the 
reason for that amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have stated the reason. 

Mr. CONNESS. I was out of the Chamber. 
The Senator will excuse me for asking the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In the first place thie is 
the law now and has been for two years past, but 
it has been left out of this bill without any reason 
that I know of. I wish to preserve it. Then, 
that there is a good reason for making a distinc- 
tion between resident and non-resident citizens of 
the United States I think is quite obvious. If a 
man draws his income from our public debt, or 
from property here, and resides in Paris, skulk- 
ing away from contributing his personal support 
to the Government in this day of its extremity, 
| he ought to pay a higher income tax. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| section one hundred and nine, after the word 
‘* banking,” | move to insert “and except such 
savings banks as confine their business to receiv- 
ing deposits and loaning the same for the depos- 
itors, and do no other banking business what- 
ever.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the Senator had 
better put it in some other place; say after the 
clause in reference to isatbined Seakik 

Mr. COLLAMER. In the eleventh line, after 
the word ** three.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We shall have to insert 
more words there in reference to the banking 
bill; when it isapproved we shall have to insert 
| the date there; and therefore Jet the Senator move 
| to put in his amendment immediately preceding 
| the word *fand,’’ in the eleventh line. ‘Phen it 
will keep iis place whatever we put in before it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not care about the 
place. Iwill have it inserted immediately before 
the word ‘*and,’’ in the eleventh line of section 
one hundred and‘nine, on page 161. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That makes no limitation as 
to the business in which those banks may be con- 
cerned. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The exceptionis of thode 
that confine themselves to taking deposits and 
lending them for the depositors, and do no other 
banking business whatever. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. No matter what the amount 
of deposits may be? , 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is immaterial. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave no objectiontoit. 1 
| only wanted to know the effect of it. 
| 








Mr. HALE. Itstrikes me that the Amendment 
is a little too limited. 1 will make the suggestion 
that | have in my mind to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and then if he thinks it is unnecessary to 

_ make the amendment, | will not move it. Some of 

_ these savings banks receive large deposits which 
they do not loan and are not able to loan, ana 

| they invest them, for instance, in United States 

| bonds. 

| Mr. COLLAMER. That is loaning. They 


Mr. COLLAMER. On page 161, line six of 
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do not act like the banks who take deposits, with } 


other busine nnd pay he de positors on demand, 
and joan the deposits on their own account. These 
sovings banks of which we speak do nothing of 

ul; but merely take money and loan or 


iV tit for the depositors. 
Mr. HALE. 1 was going to suge 


=o oe vest”’ should be 


est that the 
after 


wor juserted 
’? . 
.* an 


iv 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have no objection to say 
* Joanie or investing the same.’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
if that would not allow them to invest in bills of 
exchange, and do that kind of business. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘The amendment says 
**and do no other banking business whatever.’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
to invest; may they not invest in bills? That is 
the chief business done by banks in the West. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Bat ordinary banks and 
western bankers take deposits, and invest them for 
themselves, buy bills of eXchange, and all that; 
but it will be observed that that is not done for 
the ce positors: it 16 done by the bank or banker; 
and they are held tothe depositor for his deposit 


any way. 


That is not the case with our savings 
banks. 


I should like to inquire 


But they are authorized 


They merely take the money from the | 


depositors and loan or invest it for them, and get | 
what they can on it for the depositors, and if they | 


lose it the depositors lose. 

Mr. HALE. Let me state to the Senator from 
IItinois that in the town in which I live 
a small savings bank and its funds amount to over 
half a million belonging to the workmen there, 
avd the females who workin our mills. It is fre- 
quently the cuse that those deposits are so large 
that there is no demand for them by which they 
can be loaned, and they invest them in the five- 
twenty and other bonds of the United States. I 
want simply to preserve that, 

Mr. COLLAMER,. ‘The word * invest’’ will 
cover that, 

Mr. HALE. Certainly it will cover it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 should like to ask the 
Senator from Vermont if there are any banks in 
the eastern States doing a business such as is 
epecified in this amendment; that is, receiving spe- 


we have | 


cial deposits and loaning them specially for the | 


If the amount is lost does 
the particulur depositor making the deposit lose 
the money, or is ita general loss? 

Mr. COLLAMER. The word “ special’’ is 
not used in my amendment. I will state to the 
gentleman whatis the character of the banks that 
exist that [am talking about. A general act in 
moot of the States empowers certain corporations 


particular depositor, 


to “y this business; or by legislation there is a | 
corporation established to carry on a savings | 


pank. 
ors, and a treasurer. They have no banking 
house in the country generally; in some of the 
large cities they have a building. They receive 


deposits, from fifty cents and upwards, from the 


laboring people almost entirely, people who work | 


in our factories; they deposit their savings there. 
The directors act as a mere matter of charity— 
they are paid nothing; the presidentis paid noth- 
ing. ‘They meetoncea week, living in the neigh- 
borhood of the bank. ‘They pay nothing except 
to the treasurer; they pay him for keeping the 
accoungs. They appoint a committee of invest- 
ment from their own body, ‘They receive de- 


Pole and give lo every person that deposits a | 


ittle book of deposit in which is entered what is 
putin. Whenever a depositor brings his book 
and wants any of his money, he is paid on the 
book being presented, and it is entered on the 
book how much he has taken out. 1 believe in 
the city of Boston there is one institution where 
they take ten cents. I believe most of them, if 
not all, limit@he amount of deposits; they will 
not take more than ten or twenty dollars from the 
same person at the same time. They loan the 
money out as well as possible They desire to 
have a lengthy loan. They will, say, lend a man 
on six months or a year on a good note with un- 
derwriters, when an ordinary bank would lend 
him only for sixty days. In order to get their 
money out they make long loans; they do not 
want it coming back on their hands; they want 
as little trouble as possible. Sometimes they 
have a quantity on hand; money is plenty and 
they carmot lend it. Then they will go and buy 
United States bonds, or they will buy a share in 


There are a president, four or five direct- | 


| would be just as profitable to a party making the 


» 
ot 





| 
some good bank, and in that way keep their ac- | 
count, and render it annually, and reportit to the 
State under oath. They have nothing todo with 
buying or selling exchanges or doing banking 
business. If they make an investment with some 
of their deposits iu a mortgage which turns out 
to be bad, or if they have taken a man’s note with 
underwriters to it that were not good, and they 
lowe it, that makes the balance less and it is de- | 
ducted from the whole amount deposited; the de- 
positors lose it. The directors have no interest | 
about it one way or the other. They do the best | 
they can. The money is lent for the depositors. I 
do not mean that if a man puts in a quarter of a 
dollar they lend that twenty-five cents by itself; but 
they lend whatever they have in hand, and upon as 
good security as they can get; they do not mean 
to take any but what is good. Sometimes they 
fail, and in that case there would bea loss. After 
paying their treasurer for his attention to the 
books, they divide what is made among the de- 
positors, Our regular rate of interest is six per 
cent., and they generally divide about five per 
cent.in New England,and they pay it to all that 
leave their money in three months. If they draw 
it out short of three months they get no interest. 
I have now described to the geptleman,as well 


as | can,the great number of these institutions, || 


and what their course is. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The only difficulty that 
suggested itself to my mind, and it still presents 
itself, is that banks of this character may receive | 
very large deposits, and indeed may loan their 
money, and, as suggested by the Senator from 
Illinois, may actually make investments in bills, 
and in that way large deposits may be actually | 
made in the savings banks and they may take off 
a very Jarge amount of business from other bank- 
ing institutions, so that in reality they would pay 
no tax. I suppose investments in bills could be 
made by them, and investments in loans, and it 





| deposit to put it there as in any other banking | 


| institution whatever. 
| design of the Senator; I think that it is altogether 


| posits, of further describe them, so that there could 


| ings banks proper. 
design, 


| depositors. 
| savings bank as they would in an ordinary bank. 


not take large sums on deposit, because they are 


I have no objection to the | 


proper that institutions of the character he has 
described should be exempted; but at the same 
time I think he ought to limit the amount of de- 


be no difficulty such as | suggest. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will simply say to the 
Senator that these banks are nothing more nor 


June 2, 


Mr. JOHNSON. It is true that such an ex- 
ception as the Senator from Vermont proposes 
will take from taxation a large amount of money. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will see that 
it does not take a dollar from taxation. It pays 
its five per cent. just likeeverything else. These 
banks pay the five per cent. on their dividends 
like other banks. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 

osits. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
not used. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thatl understand very well. 
The savings banks throughoutthe United States 
must have now what may be considered as eap- 
ital, although it is in their hands in the name of 
deposits, some two or three hundred million dol- 


3ut they do not pay on de- 


Because the deposits are 


| lars. I think the savings banks in the New Eng- 


land States, from a statement which I saw not 
long ago, and which came before me in the con- 
sideration ofa case which I argued, havea deposit 
of about one hundred million dollars. In New 
York and Pennsylvania and Maryland the de- 
posits are verylarge. In Maryland no depositor 
is authorized to deposit beyond a certain amount, 
but he may go on depositing that amount from 
day to day or week to week as the regulations 
may be until he may have hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to his credit. That money is loaned 


| out by the managers of the institutions, who get 


no pay. It is loaned out justin the way in which 
the Senator proposes that these loans are to be 
made which are to operate as an exception to the 
right of taxing. They loan them out on mort- 
gage, and they invest them in United States sc- 
curities or in State securities. They do not doa 
banking business in the general aceeptation of 
that term. 

What occurred to me, and I think I suggested 


| it some two or three days ago, was to exempt 


from this tax only such of these savings banks 
whose deposits on the average of a year do pot 


| exceed some twenty or thirty thousand dollars. 


The savings banks in the city of Baltimore now 


'| | think have about three, perhaps four million 


dollars on deposit. The State taxedthem., The 


| question in the case to which I alluded just 


less than this: if he has $50 or $100 which he |! 


wants to lend, or $500 if you please, (though they 
generally limit the amount they receive,) instead | 
of investing it himselfin a mortgage on real estate 
or in United States bonds, or anything else, he 
puts it into the hands ofa savings bank and they 


collect the interest for him, and pay it over to him. || 


Mr. HENDERSON. The only question is 
whether the words used will apply simply to sav- 
I have no objection to the 


Mr. FESSENDEN. They do no business of | 
any other kind or description except to collect | 
the interest and pay it over to the depositor. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
as definite as 1 could when [ provided that the | 
savings banks should be those that received de- 
posits and loaned them forthedepositors. Ihave | 
put these words in. It will not apply to cases 
where a bank loans its deposits for its own ben- 
efit, but only to those which loan them for the 
Our people do not put large sums ina 


Mr. CLARK. I will state to the Senator from 
Missouvi further that those banks generally will 


liavle to be called on for them. 


Mr. HENDERSON. 


Let me suggest that the | 


| now made it necessary, as | thought, to examine 


into the amount which these banks held. ltwas 
a case in which the State undertook to tax that 
portion of the deposits which the bank had in- 
vested in United States securities, such securities 
as are upon their face exempted from taxation. 
The court decided that that could not be done; 
but the State taxes are all paid. 1 do not know 
how it may be in other States. 

Mr. COLLAMER. My State would have no 


| more idea of taxing these savings banks than it 


[ thought [ had made it |) 


would of taxing contributions for the support of 
the poor. 

Mr. JOHNSON. So! understand, butyou do 
not deal in as large figures as we do iu the cities. 
Your savings banks, | suppose, have some thirty 
or forty thousand dollars on deposit each. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Less than one hundred 
thousand dollars each. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But our savings banks, and 
I suppose it is so in Boston and New York, have 
millions of dollars. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let nie ask the Senator 


aquestion. Suppose the people who deposit their 


| money in the savings banks should withdraw it 


amount of deposits be limited, so as to apply || 


simply to a savings bank such as has been de- | 
scribed by the Senator from Vermont. There is 
some fear that this provision may take an im- 
mense amount of money away from taxation. 
Parties may go on depositing large sums in these 
banks; there is no limitation in the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER, There isa savings bank | 
in Boston that takes deposits of ten cents, and yet | 
they amount to millions of dollars in the aggre- | 
gate. | 


Mr. HENDERSON. Suppose you limit it to 


those savings banks where the deposits are under || 


$100 each. 


| 


and loan it out themselves on bond or mortgage 
as individuals, is there any way of taxing it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. You might tax mortgages. 
We tax mortgages in our State; we tax the mort- 
gagor and mortgagee too. But that is not the 
ground on which we tax the savings banks. We 
tax them on the ground that their charter enables 
them to do the business. We tax them because 
the franchise under which they are permitted to 
aggregate their money in this way, and loan it 
out so as to get a dividend of five per cent., is 
granted by the State. ‘They could not do it with- 
out that franchise. We suppose, therefore, in 
Maryland, that there is as much right to taxa 
savings bank as any other bank. 

I admit, with the Senator from Vermont, that 
it would be very hard to tax those poor people, 
who fram time to time deposit their small earn- 
ings in a savings bank, and who pay taxes in 
other ways, for whatever they buy of taxable 
property is taxed in their hands. | am not to be 
understood as maintaining the policy of the tax 


ial 
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on savings banks. On the contrary, in the case | 
to which I have adverted, | argued against the 
policy, and the court decided that at any rate the 
State of Maryland had no right to tax that por- 
tion ofthe deposits of these banks which the y had 
invested in United States securities. All I mean to | 
say is that the Senate ought to act understandingly | 
on the subject, that they are exempting from tax- 
ationsperhaps some three hundred million dollars. | 
«aMr.CLARK. twill state to the Senator from 
Maryland that the policy of the State of New | 
Hampshire has been a different one from that of the | 
State of Maryland, as | understand it. The policy 
of our State has been to encourage these institu- 
tions. We have regarded it as fitand proper to en- | 
courage a person who had gota little money to put | 
ijtsomewhere where he could have alittlesomething 
on his earnings, and thus learn to accumulate. 
The savings banks generally say that they will 
only take such an amount, and they do not go | 
beyond it. They pay an interest of five percent. | 
per annum to the depositors, dividing it once in 
three months, and then if, after paying expenses, | 
there is an accumulation of interest, they divide | 
that out, some at the end of one year and some | 
at the end of five years, so that the depositors get 
everything that is earned except the mere pay- 
ment of the treasurer. Not a director or com- | 
~midtee-man, on Joans or anything of that kind, 
receives a dollur for his expenses. | have been con- 
nected with one of these institutions for twenty 
years, and [have n@ver had a cent for my ser- | 
vices. Lhave given my services gratuitously, for | 
the purpose of encouraging persons who have | 
small sums to put them into bank and thus pre- | 
serve them, We havea pretty large deposit, and 
so far as we have been able we have aided the 
Government with it in this emergency. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In my section of coun- 
try we have no institutions such as have been 
described by the Senator from Vermont. | desire 
very much to relieve those banks that he speaks | 
of; [ think they ought to be relieved. I find by 
looking atgthe regirns from his State that the || 
amount of deposits in the savings banks there in 
1863 was $1,339,793. That would bea very smal! 
item, and would show that the banks there were 
of such a character as he describes. 

Mr. COLLAMER., 
them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But when! come to the 
State of New York [I find that in 1863 there were 
deposited in the savings banks in that State 
$76,538,183. I do not know the character of || 
those banks. They may be called savings banks || 
and yet may be doing a banking business. In | 
the returns whigh | have before me they are put 
under the head of savings banks. When I come | 
to New Hampsliire-l find thatin 1863 there were 
deposited in the savings banks of that State 
$6,560,308. When I come to Massachusetts | 
find that there are ninety-three savings banks in 
that State, and that their deposits in 1863 were || 
$50,404,623. So it is in other States. 

Looking to New England I really find that the || 
savings banks have rather asmall amount of de- | 
posits, and must be of the character described | 
by the Senators from New England. But unless 
this amendment is very carefully worded, will 
there not be some danger of removing an im- 
mense amount of money in some of the other || 





There are six or eight of 


States from taxation as provided by the amend- || 
ment now under consideration? The amount is | 
@ much larger than the Senator from Maryland || 
suggested. There are between three and four | 
hundred million dollars deposited in the sav- 
ings banks so called. I do not know whether | 
they are all such savings banks as have been 
described here. Some of them may be banks of |. 
capital where dividends are made and divided 
among the stockholders. They may not be 
such banks as have been described by the Sena- 
tors from New England. I think the amendment 
ought to be carefully worded,.so as to confine this 
exception to that class of banks alone where 
small deposits are made by poor persons—such 
banks as were suggested by the Senator from 
New Hampshire a momentazo, where the direct- | 
ors themselves receive no compensation, where | 
itis not intended that they should do a banking | 
business except for the purpose of loaning the 
small deposits of poor persons who work in the 
factories, &e., and to realize something from || 
those deposits for them. There is danger that an |, 


| on your income too. 
tween the cases. 


| thing. 
| Senator from Ohio wants to touch these deposits 
| because we have the power. 
If my recollection serves me 





immense banking business may be done under 
the head of savings banks, and thereby the Gov- 
ernment be deprived of an immense revenue. 
Mr. CLARK. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont provides that they shall do ne 
other business whatever except merely to receive 
the money and joan it out for the benefit of the 
depositors. I suggest to the Senator from Afis- 
souri that you cannot fix it by the amount of de- 
posits, because different banks receive different 


amounts from depositors but all precisely in the | 


same way. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to detain the 


Senate, but | must suggest that you are legislat- 


ing for savings banks in Vermont and you are | 


using descriptive words which may cover banks 


| all over the country that may have enormous de- 
| posits. In some of the States ** savings bank’? isa 


mere name ofan ordinary bank, Some banks are 
called ** savings banks’’ just as others are called 
‘* farmers’ banks’’ and ** merchants’ banks.’’ 
Mr. CLARK. Wasthe Senator giving his at- 
tention? The amendment provides that they 
shall be banks which receive money and Idan it 
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I do not understand, a similar provision having 
been adopted in the former bill, that such a pro- 
vision as this would prevent their paying their 


just proportion of tax, and hence it seems to me 


that 16 is manifestly proper that this amendment 
should be adopted if it is strictly to apply to these 
banks that are (egitimate savings banks. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Thatis ihe only question. 

Mr. GRIMES. lt seems there has been a con- 
straction given to this language. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 do not know about 
that. I do not know what the assessors do. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The expression is that 
savings banks shall be excepted that confine their 
business to receiving money for depositors and 
louving the same for them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
that.” [**No,** “ No,” 

Mr. COLLAMER. 


Every bank just does 


If they make a bad in- 


| vesiment the depositors lose. 


out for depositors only, and do no other business. || 


Mr. SHERMAN. The 
poor people and invest it. 
pay tax? I do not see any reason in the world. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They pay the income tax. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why should they not pay 
a tax on deposits? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
deposits. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In ordinary country banks 
some people make deposits of small sums draw- 


receive money for 


They do not use their 


Vhy shoald they not | 


Mr.GRIMES, Other banks do notloan money 


| for the depositors. 


Mr. HENDERSON. The only difference is 
the difference between a mutual insurance com- 
pany and an insurance company withcapital, It 


| makes very little difference to me whether L insure 


from 


ing no interest, simply depositing the money in | 


bank for their own convenience; and yet the 
bank is taxed on those deposits. When individ- 
uals choose to deposit their money in one of these 
savings banks they get some profit; they get the 
interest. Why should theyiot pay a tax? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why should they pay 
a tax on them, and then pay an income tax too? 
Why should they pay itany more than we should 
say to the Senator from Ohio, ‘Sir, you have 


| loaned $1,000, and shall pay five per cent. on your 


income, and in addition you shall pay another tax 


|| because you have loaned it; you have deposited | 


$1,000 with the Senator from lowa, and you shall 
pay, therefore, a tax on your deposits and a.tax 
*? There is no difference be- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer that by this 
familiar case: suppose the Senator from Maine 
loans me $1,000-—— 


” 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Maine 


in a mutual insurance company or whether | in- 
sure in acompany where the capital has been sub- 
scribed and paid in. I am in favor of the propo- 
sition made by the Senator from Vermont, but I 


| do not desire to vote upon it in its presentshape, 


and I suggest that it be passed over for the pres- 
ent, so that we can look to the wording of it, and 
exempt only those banks described by the Senator 
Verniant. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The motive I had in the 
description contained in this amendment was to 
make it certain that only our savings banks should 
be excepted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam aware of that, but 
I do not want to be called upon to vote-just now, 
because I wish to see that that is certain. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Very well; let it pass over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The further 
consideration of this amendment will be passed 


| by by unanimous consent unless a vote is insisted 


| first is on page 59 


upon by some Senator. It will be laid aside for 
the Pr OL, 
Mr. COLLAMER. I havea number of verbal 


amendments that | wish to call attention to. The 





Mr. FESSENDEN. Before that is done, if 
the Senator will allow, I wish to make a motion 
that at half past four o’clock the Senate take a ree 
cess until seven o’clock. It is quite a comfort- 


, able and cool evening, and I think we can make 


cannot do it; he has not got the money; it is not | 


a supposable case. [Laughter] 
Mr.SHERMAN. ‘Take the case as a suppos- 
able case. He has to stamp the note. Somebody 
has to pay forthe stamp. Why should he be re- 
quired to pay for the stamp? This tax on de- 


| posits is equivalent to & stamp tax or something 
of that kind. 


I am afraid that in endeavoring to 
exempt poor people in Vermont from this small 


| tax you willexempt a great many people who are 


not so poor, and you will defeat a very important 
object in endeavoring to reach an exceptional case. 


That is the way it strikes me. 
Itamounts to just this: if 
| a poor man has loaned and saved together $100, 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


if he loans it himself itis all yery well, there is no 


tax to be paid; but ifa number of poor men get | 


together and get somebody who they suppose is 


more competent to attend to it than they are to | 
loan it for them, then you say you have some- | 
thing that you can lay your hand on and geta 


tax from, because it is a deposit. Right is one 


Power to do the thing is another. 


Mr. GRIMES. 


The | 


aright, the Senator proposed such an amendment 


to the last tax bill—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. It was adopted. 

Mr. GRIMES, I want to know whether any 
bad result has flowed from that? I can see that 
there ought to be a difference between a savings 
bank that merely acts as the trustee for poor men 


, and invests their money which comes in in small 
| driblets in larger sums, and a bank that receives 


deposits and buys and seils bills of exchange. I 
do not want to exclude the latter from paying 
taxes under the operation of this provision, and 


some progress, 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty-three, 
noes not counted, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I desire to take the 
sense of the Senate on adjourning over from Sat- 
urday until Wednesday. [** No,’’ ** No.”’} 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We cannot do it by the 
Constitution. ; 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I make the motion 
that when the Senate adjourns on Saturday it be 
to meet on Wednesday. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I have no objection to the 
gentleman making the motion. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. | do not want to make 
the motion if it is to be defeated. I “want the 
Senate to adjourn over the Baltimore convention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
entertain the motion made by the Senator from 
Kansas only by common consent. 

Mr. WILSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. WILSON. I have been requested by sev- 
eral Senators to withdraw my Dbjection, for the 
purpose of taking the sense of the Senate, and as 
| believe the sense of the Senate will be against 
having anything to do with that matter at Balti- 
more, | withdraw the objection. » 


ARMY NEWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore read to the Sen- 
ate the following communication received by him 
from the Secretary of War: 

Wak DevartMent, 
Wasuinaton, June 2, 1264. 

Su A dispatch from General Grant’s headquarters, 
dated yesterday, June 1, at ten a. m., has been received. 
{t states: eu 

“At five p. m. yesterday Sheridan, percciving a force of 
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te valry a? Cold Harbor, which proved t be Fitzhugh 
I, A d, after a hard fight, routed it, 
together w Cliguan’s« brigade of infantry, which came 


» Le sof oridan remained in possession of the 


lurk that he had a coneiderable 
namaber of pr ere, and there were many rebel dead and 
wounded o « feld Hic was ordered w bold the posi 
ti atten p.m. the sixth corps (Wright's) set out to 


upy it 

‘We have not yet beard from Wright or Stieridan this 
morming, and do not know whether the former has got his 
oops to the destiuation, Smith (Baldy) must be close 
upon Wright's column. ‘his meorning the enemy are also 
moving a heavy column in the same direction. ‘The order 
has just gone to Warren to fell upon their flank. 

“ Wileon bad a fight last evening near Hanover Court- 
House with Yenng’s brigade of cavalry. He routed Young, 
killlog and capturing many, but there bas been a good deal 

f artillery firing in that direction this morning. 
‘ Warren reported jast night that in his fight of Monday 
viernoon, neur Bethesda Church, Colonel Tyrreil, thir- 
ith Virginia, and Colonel Willis, commanding Pegram’s 
brigade, were killed, Colonel Christian, torty-vuinth Penn- 
yivanin, was Wotnded and captured; so was the acting 
tant general of Rameay’s brigade, name not reported. 
Pen other comatiseioned officers aud scventy privates were 
captured, Sixty rebels were buried on the field. 
In our center Burnside reports bis advanced lines as 
belng within a wile and a hall of Mechanicsville.” 
E.M. STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. MePueason, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the [louse of Re presentatives had 
signed@he following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
which were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (3S. No 


hulion: 


| proposes a railroad to the Pacific ocean, to take | 
| it away from the committee specially constituted | 


aot — 





Mr. McDOUGALL. The grant in aid of a 
road by the northern route from St. Paul to Pu- 
get sound involves nothing more than a grant 
of lands. Therefore I think it might well go, as 
all bills of that kind have gone, to the Committee 
on Public Lands. I suggest to my colleague that 
as itinvolves nothing but the administration of the 
pubsic lands of the United States, it should prop- 
erly goto thatcommittee. Ithas been so before. 

Mr. CONNESS. I was quite aware of that; 
but I thought it was rather invidious, as this bill 


in this body to consider that question. I am not 
aware of one single voice against it in the com- 
mittee. Gentlemen, | think, mistake if they ap- 
prehend that there is any enmity to it in that 
committee. I thought it was rather invidious to 


| propose to send it to another committee when 


. 218) to repeal the first section of | 


the joint resolution relative to the transfer of per- 


sons in the military service to the naval service, 
approved February 24, 1864; 

A bill (HL. R. No, 120) to reéstablish the prin- 
cipal port of entry for the district of Champlain, 
at Platte murgh, aud for other purposes; 

A bill (1. R. No, 395) to provide a national 
curreney, secured by a pledge of United States 
bends, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption the reof; 

A bill (H.R. No. 474) to amend an act rela- 
tive to the public printing; and 

A joint resolution (HH. Ri. No. 51) relative to 
the claim of William Wheeler Hubbell. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr.SAULSBURY. I wish to make a personal 


request of the Senate, as | am about to leave the | 


city. move that the Senate excuse me from 
further service upon the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LIOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 483) granting lands to aid in the construc- 


tion of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake | 


Superior to Puget sound, on the Pacific coast, 

by the northern route, was read twice by its title, 
Mr. JOHNSON and Mr. RAMSEY. 

be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope that bill will go to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. lask for 
a vote on the question of its reference. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
think, to its friends, and not to its enemies. 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 should like to know on 
what reagen the honorable Senator from Minne- 
sota now claims or undertakes to say that the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad are the enemies 
of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
a question as regards the reference, the Chair will 
pet the vote first on the motion to refer this bill 
to the Commitiee on Public Lands. The Senator 
from California suggests the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. CONNESS. I desire tosay to the Senate 
before the vote is taken that I for one am not op- 
posed to this bill; on the contrary, | amin favor 
of giving any grant they want in reason; butthe 
business ©f this bill appropriately is with the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and | hope it 
will be so referred. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I introduced a bill of the 
same kind with the one which is now before the 
Senate, and I supposed it was proper, and there- 
fore thade the motion, to refer it to the Committee 
on Public Lands, which was done. 
bill ought to take the same direction. 

Mr. GRIMES. What do we have the Com- 
mattee on the Railread for? 


Let it | 


The bill ought to be sent, I | 


There being | 


I think this | 
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there was one created for the purpose of consid- 
ering the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, ** Shall this bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands ?’’ 

The motioh was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the 


order of the Senate, the Chair announces that a | 


recess will now take place until seven o’clock this 
evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at seven o’clock, p.m. 
RELEASE OF PROPERTY FROM ATTACHMENT. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 355. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 


the bill (H. R. No. 355) to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to stipulate for the release || 


from attachment or other process of property 
claimed by the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. It provides that whenever any property 
owned or held by the United States, or in which 


| the United States have or claim an interest, shall, 


in any judicial proceeding under the laws of any | 


State, District, or Territory, be seized, arrested, 
attached, or held for the security or satisfaction 
of any claim made against said property, it shall 
be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion, to diréct the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury to cause a stipulation to be entered into by 


the proper district attorney for the discharge of | 


| such property from such seizure, arrest, atéach- 
| ment, or proceeQng, to the effect that upon such 


discharge the person asserting the claim against | 
such property shall become entitled to all the ben- | 


ulation shall be entered into, and the property 
shall in consequence thereof be discharged, and 
final judgment shall be given in the court of last 
resortto which the Secretary of the Treasury may 


| efits of this act; and in all cases where such stip- | 


deem proper to cause suck proceedings to be car- | 
ried, affirming the claim for thé security or satis- | 


| faction of which such proceedings shall have been 


instituted, and the right of the person asserting | 
the same to enforce it against such property by | 


claims of the United States thereto, such final 


judgment shall be deemed, to all intents and pur- || ; 
the pe resolution. 


poses, a full and final determination of the rights 
of such person, as against the United States, to 
such site as he would have had in case posses- 
sion of the property had not been changed; and 


| if such claim be for the payment of money, and 
| the same shall by such judgment be found to be 
due, the presentation of a duly authenticated copy | 


of the record of such judgment and proceedings 


| shall be sufficient evidence to the proper account- | 


ing officers for the allowance thereof; and the same 
is thereupon to be allowed and paid. 


The Commitiee on the Judiciary reported the | 
bill with an amendment, to add the following | 


proviso: 


Provided, That the amount so to be allowed and paid | 


shall not exceed the value of the interest of the United 
States in the property in question: Ind provided further, 


_ That nothing herein contained shall be considered as ree- 


ognizing or conceding any right to enforce by seizure, ar- 
rest, attachment, or any judicial process any claim against 
any property of the United States, or against any property 
held, owned, or employed by the United States, or by any 
department thereof, for any public use, or as waiving any 
objcetion ta any proceeding instituted to enforce any such 
claim. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| means of such proceedings, notwithstanding the || 
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The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in and ordered 
to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. Jt was read the third time, and passed. 


PROFESSORS AT WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso» 
lution No. 58. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. No. 58) in relation to 
the professors of the Military Academy at West 
Point. It provides that the thirty-first section of 
the act entitled ‘An act for enrolling and calling 
out the national forces, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved March 3, 1863, shall not be construed 
to abridge the privileges usually allowed to the 
professors of the Military Academy of being ab- 
sent during the suspension of the ordinary aca- 
demic studies of that institution. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to know what 
is the necessity for that resolution. The profess- 
ors at West Point are not Army officers. 

Mr. HARRIS. They are. The thirty-first 
section of the act for enrolling and calling outthe 
national forces will preclude them from drawing 
their salary during the vacation. 

Mr. GRIMES. It would if they were Army 
officers, but where is the law making them Army 


| officers? 


Mr. HARRIS. They sounderstand it, and the 


| War Department so understand it, and it is at 
|| their instance that I introduce this resolution. It 


can do no harm. 

Mr. GRIMES. Itwilldo no harm, I suppose, 
except that we may thereby recognize them as 
Army efficers. I recollect very distinctly that this 


| question was discussed here since I have been a 


member ofthe Senate, before the Senator from New 
York took his seat here, and at the time when 
Mr. Davis was chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know hoy that is; I 
never looked into the question; but these gentle- 
men suppose they will not be allowed to visit 


'| their friends during the vacation without losing 


their pay unless this resolution is passed. 

Mr. GRIMES. I remember very well thatthe 
effort was made to make them Army officers. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Are they not put upon the 
footing of Army officers generally? 

Mr. GRIMES. No; they have a salary; they 
are not Army officers at all.. Aneffort was made 


| some years ago to make them Army officers and 


put them into the engineer corps, but it was re- 
sisted here. . 
Mr. HARRIS. This will not make them such. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL JOSEPH BAILEY. 
Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate take 


| up the joint resolution (S. No. 60) tendering the 
thanks of Congress and for the presentation of a 


medal to Lieutenant Colonel Joseph Bailey, of the 
fourth regiment of Wisconsin volunteers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I introduced this joint 
resolution, but as the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs have reported it with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, with which I am perfectly 


| content, [ suppose it will not be necessary to read 


the original resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the committee only will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary read the-amendment, which was 
to strike out all of the original resolution after the 
enacting clause and to insert in lieu thereof: 


That the thanks of Congress be, and they are hereby, 
tendered to Lieutenant Colonel Joseph Bailey, of the fourth 
regiment Wisconsin volunteers, acting enginecr of the nine- 
teenth Army corps, for distinguished services in the recent 
campaign on the Red river, by which the gunboat flotilla 
under Rear Admiral David D. Porter was rescued from im- 
minent peril. 

Sec. 2. nd be it further resolved, That the President of 
Ke United States be requested to cause a goid medal to be 
struck, with suitable deviees and inscriptions, to be pre- 
sented to Lieutenant Colonel Bailey, with a copy of this 
resolution. And a sufficient sum of money to carry this 
resolution into effect is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. . 
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Mr. GRIMES. I move to strike out the second {| 
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wre ~ 
|| this business without the license of a commercial 


INTBRNAL REVENUR, 


section of that amendment. = 

Mr. JOHNSON. What isthe objection to it? | 

Mr. GRIMES. I am willing to render any 
kind of honor to Colonel Bailey he deserves, but 
we have granted only one gold medal during this 
war to a military or naval officer, and that was to | 
General Grant. I do not think it wise to begin 
to be lavish with the expenditure of these gold med- 
als. It is a great thing, and ought to be so re- | 
garded, to receive the thanks of Congress by a | 
special act, , 

The amendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was adoptg. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 

a fora third reading, and was read the third 
ne. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think the member from 
Iowa and the Senate have stricken out more of 
the resolution than they intended to strike out. | 
A portion of the section stricken out directs a copy | 
of the resolution to be sent to Colonel Bailey. 

Mr. GRIMES. I did not mean to strike out 
that part. cated : neal 

Mr. WILSON. I think itis all right as itis 
now, since we have agreed toamendit, Ofcourse 
we shall have to change the tide. 

Mr. GRIMES. I propose only to strike out 
the first clause of the second section. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere be no 
objection the second section of the resolution, in- | 
stead of being stricken out, will be regarded as 
modified to read as follows: 





Sec. 2. .4nd be it further resolved, That the President of 
the United States be requested to cause a copy of this res- 
olution to be transmitted to Lieutenant Colong) Bailey. 

The joint resolution was passed. Its title was 
amended so as to read: ‘*A joint resolution tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to Lieutenant Colonel 
Joseph Bailey, of the fourth regiment of Wiscon- 
sin volunteers.”’ 


SUPERANNUATED FUND SOCIETY. 


Mr. JOLINSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to consider Senate bill No. 293. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope it will not take 
ong. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It will not take any time. 
It simply per paves to authorize a charitable in- | 
stitution called the Superannuated Fund Society | 
of Maryland to receive property under a devise. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 


(S. No. 293) to empower the Superannuated Fund || 


Society of the Maryland annual conference to 
hold property in the District of Columbia and to | 
take a devise under the will of the late William 
Doughty. 

A certain William Doughty, of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, by his last will, bear- 
ing date on the 29th of April, 1859, duly admitted 
to probate, devised and bequeathed certain real | 
and personal property and estate—part to take | 
effect at his death, and the residue atthe death or 
marriage of his widow—to a society incorporated 
by act of the General Assembly of Maryland by 
the name of the Superannuated Fund Society 
of the Maryland annual conference, and called 
in the will the Superannuated Fund Society of 
the Methodist Protestant Church for the district 
of Maryland. It has beewquestioned whether the | 
corporation can lawfully take and hold the prop- 


erty, in virtue of the will, without the leave and |, 


assent of Congress. The bill therefore proposes 
to give the assent of Congress to the aforemen- 
tioned devises and bequests to the Superannuated | 
Fund Society of the Maryland annual confer- | 
ence; and the society are authorized and empow- 





ered to take and hold the property and estate de- || 


vised and bequeathed to it, agreeably to the tenor | 
and provisions of the will, and to dispose of and | 
enjoy the same to every intent and effect as if the 
society had been originally incorporated by act 
of Congress. That corporation is also empow- 
ered to hold real and personal property located 
in the District of Columbia, 
be acquired by gift, purchase, devise, or bequest, 
and to enjoy, rent, lease, or convey it at pleasure, 
as freely as any person or bedy-corporate can do, | 
but the net yea@ly income of such property is not | 
to exceed ;000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be en rosseq for a third 
reading, read the third time, dnd passed. 





} 


amcired or that shall | 


ti 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move new to proceed 
with the consideration of the tax bill, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 405) to provide in- 
ternal revenue tosupport the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. COLLAMER, Previous to the recess | 
was moving some few amendments to this bilt. 
I wish now to call attention to this provision on 
page 59, section fifty-four, line nineteen: 

And the said duty shall be a lien on such spirits and algo 
on the interest of all persons in default in the distillery used 
for distilling the sanre, With all the stills, vessels, fixtures, 

| and tools therein, and in the lot or tfact of land whereon 
the said distillery is situated, until the said duty shall be 
paid. 

I move to strike out the words ‘* such spirits, 
and also on the interest of all persons in default 
in.”? - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In the same clause, line 
| twenty-two, I move to strike out the word **in’”’ 
and to insert ‘*on;’’ so as to read, ** and on the 
lot or tract of land,’’ &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. On page 92, section sev- 
-enty-eight, I find this provision: 


14. Commercial brokers shall pay twenty dollars for each 

| license. Any personor firm, except one holding a license 

as wholesale dealer, or produce brokers, whose business it 

| is, as a broker, to negotiate sales or purchases of goods, 

wares, produce, or merchandise, not otherwise provided 

for in this act, or seek orders therefor, in original or un- 

| broken packages, or to negotiate treights and other busi 

| ness for the owners of vessels, or the shippers or con 

signors or consignees of freight carried by vessels, shall be 
| regarded a commercial broker under this act. 


Any person who does this kind of business is 
regarded as a commercial broker and required to 
_ take out this license, except a person who has a 

license as a wholesale dealer. A person who is 
licensed as a wholesale dealer may, under that 
license, do this business without taking out any 
| other license, . If L understand the language that 
is the meaning. The wholesale dealer who has 


|| alicense as a wholesale dealer may do this work 


without taking out this license as a commercial 
broker. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There ‘are two exceptions 
there. Produce brokers are excepted also. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘T am talking of this ex- 
ception now. I will talk of the other directly. 

"he man whois a wholesale dealer may by 

virtue of being that be a commercial broker; but 
if we turn to page 88, line thirty-eight, we find 
this provision: ‘ 


Nor shall any license as a wholesale dealer allow any 
sucli person to act as a commercial broker. 

Here he is expressly forbidden to act as a com- 
mercial broker, and yet in the other clause itis de- 
clared that he may do so without taking any par- 
ticular license. ‘he gentleman from Maine can 
have it whichever way he pleases, either that he 
shall be or shall not be allowed to act as a com- 
mercial broker; but one or the other of those 
clauses ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That provision has oc- 
casioned a good deal of consideration. The Sen- 
ator contends that that is the effect of it. I, and 
I believe you, sir, have been unable to perceive 
that that was the effect with all the study that we 
have been able to give to it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will youJtell me whatis 
the meaning of that exception? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I read it in this way: 
commercia! brokers are to pay twenty dollars for 
| each license. Then comes a specification of what 


perree shall be considered as commercial brok- | 


8. ‘Any person or firm’’—I leave out the ex- 
ception—*' whose business it is, as a broker, to 
negotiate sales or purchases of goods, wares, 


| produce, or merchandise, &c., shall be regarded | 


| a commercial broker under this act.”’ The excep- 
tion is,‘ except one holding a license as whole- 
sale dealer.”’ T take the meaning of that to be that 
| a person holding that license shall not be re- 
| garded as a commercial broker, although he may 
| carry on the same business. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is the same thing. 
If he carries om the business he may do it without 
any other license except the one as a wholesale 
| dealer. If he isa wholesale dealer, he may do 














| qaantities of three gallons or less, and Whose annual «a 





broker, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As the Senator is so posi- 
ve about ut, and I do not regard the matter as 
of any very great importance, | will not object to 
striking out those words, ‘' as wholesale dealer;”’ 


| go that it will read: 


Any person or firm, except one holding a license as prod 
uce brokers, whose business it is, Ke. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Now, | call the Senator’s 
attention to this: then he would allow the prod- 
uce broker to be a commereial broker without 
taking out this license. If he will turn to the 
previous clause he will find that a produce broker 
only pays ten dollars for a license, and he may 
actas a commercial broker without taking out the 
twenty dollar license. The result will be that 
no commercial broker will take out the twenty 
dollar license, He will take out a license as a 
produce broker, and that will make him a com- 
mercial broker, and save him ten dollars, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Then you would advise 
to strike it all out, 

Mr. COLLAMER. No, Ido not. [do not 
advise the striking out of either of them, | want 
re to fix it and leave it either ten or twenty dol- 
ars, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to understand 
whether the Senator makes a motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (to Mr, Cotnamer.) What 
do you propose to do? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire the committee to 
select which way they would have it; whether 


| they would have®it without the license or not. 


My idea would be to strike out both those ex- 
ceptions altogether, 7 
Mr. FESSENDEN, Well, strike them out, 
Mr. COLLAMER. On page 92, line one hun- 
dred and thirty-four, after the word **firm,’’ I 
move to strike out the following words, * except 


| one holding a license as wholesale dealer or prod- 


uce broker,’”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. On page 89, line sixty- 
five, | take it the word ‘tand’’ should be ‘*or;’’ 
so that it will read: 

Every person who shall sell or offer for sale foreign or 
domestic spirits, wines, ale, beer, or other malt liquors in 
quantities of three gallons or less, or whose annual sales, 
including all sales of other merchandise, do not exceed 
425,000, shall be regarded as a retail dealer in liquors 
under this aet. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the necessity 
for that change? 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman will look 
at the clause above defining the wholesale dealers 
he will see that it reads in this way: , 

Every person who shall sell or offer for sale any distilled 
spirits, fermented liquors, or wines of any kind in quan 
tities of more than three gallons at one time to the same 
purchaser, or wliose annual sales shall exceed 925,000, 
shall be regarded a wholesale dealer in liquors. 

If he either sells liquor in larger quantities than 
three gallons, or if his sales amount to $25,000, 
he is to bea wholesale dealer. The clause below 
defines a retail dealer in contradistinetion to a 
wholesale dealer: 

Every person who shall sell or offer for sale foreign of 
domestic spirits, wines, ale, beer, or other malt liquors in 
les 
including all sales of other merchandise, do not exceed 
$25,000, shall be regarded as a retail dealer in liquors 
under this act. 

The other clause isin the alternative: if he sells 
liquor in certain quantity, or has such an amount 
of sales, he is to be considered a wholesale dealer. 
So it should be in this clause to make it conform 
to the other. I move to strike out the word “‘ and,’’ 
in line sixty-five, and to insert the word *‘ or,’’ 
so as to read, ** or whose annual sales.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. I do not object to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. | wish to call attention to 
the clause on page 99, line three hundred and 
eighteen, in regard to the license of apothecaries. 
It reads as follows: 

31. Apothecaries shall pay ten dollars for éach license. 
Every person who keeps a shop or building Where medi 
cines are compounded or prepared according to preeerip- 
tions of physicians, and sold, shall be regarded an upothe- 
cary under this act. 

In the small towns in the country generaily, 
there are very few of the apothecaries who keep 
shops and sell medicines—perhaps scarcely uny— 
who make up preseriptionsof physicians, Inthe 
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country the physicians carry their own medicines || land and move in line three hundred and ecigh- ‘| but slaughtered them for their own use, and in 


with them, and compound them, and deal them 
out themselves. The druggists or apothecaries 
keen medicines for sale. This license would not 


nd toany ae unless he was one who 


prepared and compoune 


ed medicines according | 


THE 


the prescriptions of physi¢ians and sold them. || 


For selling other medicines he would not be re- 
quired to have any license. 
‘and’? there should be * or,”’ 
eorrect it entirely. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. In that case a person 
might sell any amount of medicines and be re- 
gerded os an apothecary. He mightsell them by 
wholesale, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Have you anything in the 
bill that covers the case of apothecaries such as 
exist in the country generally ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is all there is. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
There ave two apothecaries in the town in which 
I live. One of them I believe compounds pre- 
scriptions when he can get them, but he has noth- 


Perhaps that will 


That does not cover it. | 


ing to do bat to stop that business—and he does | 
not pat upa dozen of them in a year—and he will || 


not have to pay a license; and yet that man sells 
medicines to the amount ofagood many thousand 
dollars a year, and does a successful business, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. As1 said, if the amend- 


ment suggested by the Senator is made, any per- | 


son might sell medicines under the apothecary’s | 


license for ten dollars to any amount. 
Mr. COLLAMER,. Can he not as the bill 
stands now? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir; because he would | 


be a wholesale dealer; and that is a much higher 
! 
,icense, 


Mr. COLLAMER. The point with me is this: | 


my apothecaries under this clause would not be 
required to have any license. | want them to have 
them, and to pay for them. As the bill stands 
now,a 


apothecary is not a wholesale dealer; still he sells 
several thousand dollars’ worth a year; and yethe 
does not make up prescriptions for physicians. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. IL think if a comma were 
put afier the word ** compounded’’ it would an- 
sewer the purpose. It would then read: 

Every person who keeps ashop or building where med- 
icines are compounded, or prepared according to prescrip- 
tions of physicians, &c. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I would notcare if he did 
not compound any, if hesold them | would make 
him take outa license. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Whatthe Senator from Ver- 


mont desires could be accomplished ‘by striking 


out the word ‘*and”’ and inserting the words ‘¢ or || 


” That will do it, and that 


where medicines are. 

is right, too. 

that would apply only to medicines compounded. 
Mr. COLLAMER. It would read: 


Every person who keeps a shop or building where medi- 


cines are compounded or prepared according to prescrip- | 


tions of physicians and sold.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


,. 9 


‘**Or where medicines are 
BOIL 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
ferent ¢ ffect. 

Mr. COLLAMER. None at all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will not object to the 
amendment if the Senator will look at the clause 
more particularly and move the proper amend- 
ment. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


wholesale dealer if he follows that busi- | 
ness would have to take a license for that; but my | 


Otherwise, yon say “Sor sold,”’ | 


That would have no dif- | 


Gentlemen can see, gs it | 
now is, that the apothecaries generally through the | 





country could sell up to any amount that did not | 


make them a wholesale dealer, and not take out 
any license whatever. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The difficulty I have is that 
if you only leave the words ** or sold”? in it will 
mean that it shall apply only to those that are 
compounded or prepared according to the pre- 
scription of physicians. They sell a great many 
that ure not compounded; I suppose ninety-nine 
‘n one hundred in the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. The alteration which the 
Senator from Vermont proposes would cover that 
by inserting the word “or” instead of ** and,”’ 
and Ido not know but that itis right. At any 
rate, do not object to it, 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 will not move to insert 
‘(unless you think it right. On reflection, I will 
accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Mary- 


. 
‘ 


oo ee 


I take it the word || 





teen to strike out the word “and” and to insert 
he word ‘Sor wher sdici ” j 
the words **or where medicines are. dso that 
it will read: 

Every person who keeps a shop or building where medi- 
cines are compounded or prepared according to prescrip- 
tious of physicians, or where mediciues are sold, shali be 
regarded an apothecary under this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire now to move to 


| strike out the proviso to section one hundred, on 


| paid by any person, 





page 153. Itis the section relating to slaughtered 


|| cattle, swine, aad sheep. The section reads in this 


way: 

Src. 100. And he it further enacted, That there shall be 
rm, company, or agent or employé 
thereof, the following duties or taxes, that is to say: 

On all cattle and calves exceeding three months old, 


slaughtered for sale, except when slaughtered for the hides | 


and tallow exclusively, forty cents per head. 

On all cattle and calves under three mouths old, slaugh- 
tered for sale, five cents per head. 

On all swine slaughtered Tor sale, ten cents per head, 

On all sheep and lambs slaughtered for sale, five cents 
per head. 

Now comes the proviso. 
mark that there is no tax levied in this section on 
anything but what is slaughtered for sale. ‘There 
is nothing in this section that implies that a man 
may not kill a pig of his own for his own family; 


but it must be something slaughtered for sale; | 


and yet it goes on with a great proviso, in these 
words: 


Provided, ‘That cattle, not exceeding five in number, and 


But first I will re- | 





calves, swine, sheep, and lambs, not exceeding in all | 


twenty in number, slaughtered by any person for his or her 


own consumption, in any one year, shall be exempt from | 


duty. 


-_— 

Why on earth are they exempt from duty? 
There never was anything subject to duty except 
what was killed for sale. I think that proviso 
shouid all be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was going to suggest to 
the Senator, since he is looking over the bill for 
verbal criticisms 

Mr. COLLAMER. This is not verbal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, as he wishes to get 
rid of a great deal of useless verbiage, what is 
the use of defining a lawyer, apothecary, doctor, 
and all these sorts of employment in the law, in- 
stead of simply saying, ‘lawyers shall pay so 





| much,”’ &. 


Mr. COLLAMER. If it was not anything 
worse than that | would nat say anything about it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply tautology. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That proviso is utierly 
inconsistent with the immediate preceding por- 
tion of the section. It would lead a person to 
suspect that he could not kill a calf or a turkey 
for his own use in his own yard without being 


subject to this duty, and that we had inserted this | 


articular exception in the bill in order to allow 
im to do so. I desire that that proviso be 
stricken out. , 
Mr. JOHNSON. The whole of it? 
Mr.COLLAMER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then what becomes of the 


subsequent provision: 


And all sheep slauglitered for the pelts shall pay two | 


cents only per head. 


Mt. COLLAMER. There is no use in it, but | 


'| if gentlemen wish to save that provision I will 


move only to strike out the preceding portion of 
the proviso. 


In my own town I have knowa | 


sometimes a man to kill fourteen thousand sheep | 


for the pelts in one season. 
Mr. 
thing. 
Mr.COLLAMER. That will give something 
if you wish to keep it in. They kill them not 
only for the pelts, but also for the tallow. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Lenjoy the humor of the 
honorable Senator from Vermont very much 
Mr. COLLAMER. Ifthe gentleman can show 
me any use of that proviso I will sit down. 





OHNSON. That would give us some- | 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. The use intended to be | 


made of it was this—perhaps it is not very well 


expressed—that any person who slaughtered | 
more than that number of cattle should be re- | 


garded as slaughtering them for sale; it meant to 
make a liberal allowance for family consumption; 
but under the operation of the law it has been 
found that persons having considerable of a stock 
would slaughter them for their own use and then 


sell a very considerable portion in the market, de- | 


claring that they did not slaughter them for sale, 


June 2, 


that way interfering a good deal with the trade. 
They slaughter them for théir own use at their 
farms,and then carry avery large part into market. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That was not the intention. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I may be permitted to 
speak of what was intended. When I admit it 
was not well expressed, [ hope my friend will 
allow me to state what I understand by it myself. 
It would be a little hard to apply that to me, that 
Ido not know what I meant, although it might 
be inferabkie by my not expressing it right, 

The idea was precisely what I say: that it was 
foul that persons having a very large stock 
slaughter in fact agood deal more than they have 
any use for themselves, and sell a very large pam» 
tion of what they slaughter. The intention and 
the effect of this proviso would be and it would 
be so construed to mean simply that all cattle 
over that amount slaughtered by any one person 
shall be regarded as slaughtered for sale and the 
duty shall be paid. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is all right; but the 
intention certainly is notclearly expressed in the 

roviso. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That, I am disposed to 
admit, and therefore I shall feel obliged to those 
two honorable gentlemen who are so critical in 
the use of language, if they will suggest some- 
thing that will meet the idea more correcy in- 
stead of striking it all out, because that is the evil 
we intended to remedy. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman did not 
draw this provision, and though he thinks that 
was the intention, [ do not believe the man who 
drew it w@ever thought of such athing. It could 
not effect the object in that way. Suppose you 
say to a man, “If you kill above so much for 
your own use, you shall be presumed to kill them 
for sale,’’ and he proves that he did not kill them 
for sale, then the presumption is done away with. 
How are you going to raise the question in court? 
You prosecute a man, for what? Forseliing with- 
outa license. You would of course be obliged 
to prove that he sold them. That would not be 
within this proviso, This proviso is thathe may 
slaughter them forhisownuse. It could not pos- 
sibly have been intended by anybody who drew 
it up to cover the idea which the gentleman speaks 
of. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There isno license in this 
section, and it has no relation to liecnses, 

Mr. COLLAMER. The man takes outa license 
as a butcher; he makes a return, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Besides his license he 

ays this tax. 

Mr. COLLAMER. He makes rcturns; but the 
man who slaughters them does not. [repeat that 
1 do not wish, nor do I intend, to make any 
amendment to this bill which is not entirely sat- 
isfactory to the gentleman from Maine. I have 
not made any, and I do not intend to make any. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am much obliged to 
the Senator for what he has done. 

Mr. COLLAMER.,. There is another idea in 
regard to that proviso. If it is stricken out, any 
man who kills but one and sells it without paying 


| this duty will be subject to presecution; and itis 


just soif he kills fourteen, no more, no less. The 
proviso therefore is totally useless, You will raise 
the presumption if he*kills fourteen and sells 
them, that he was selling witha license, and just 
so if he sold one. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator will move 
to strike out all of the proviso after the word 
‘that’? down to the word *all,”’ in the seven- 


| teenth line, we will let it go,and sce if we cannot 


amend it in the committee of conference. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very well; I wil! move 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chaiv.) The Senator from Vermont proposes 
to amend section one hundred, line twelve, by 
striking out the following words: 

Catile, not exceeding five in number, and calves, swine, 
sheep and lambs, not exceeding in all twenty in number, 
slaughtered by any person for lis or her own consumption 
in any one year, shall be exempt from duty, and. 

So that the provis@will read: 

Provided, ‘That all sheep slaughtered for the pelts shall 
pay two cents only per head. 

Mr. CLARK. I have a recollection of this 
matter whe® it was in committee, and think the 
difficulty is met by striking out the words “ for 
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sale’’ in the fifth, in the eighth, in the ninth, and 
in the tenth lines. That is what we intended, for 
I recollect particularly discussing the proviso, and 
1 recollect the question occurring in committee 
about a man not being allowed to sell a given 
number of sheep, and some of the committee re- 
marked that would be too many. 

Mr. JOHNSON. LI rather think that depends 
on the size of his family. 

Mr. CLARK. We concluded that it did. — 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ifthe gentleman will strike 
out the words * for sale” in the previous part of 
the section in the clause ** slaughtered for sale,’’ 
I have no objection to the proviso standing, and 
I withdraw my amendment to ascertain if he will 
do that. 

Mr. CLARK. I move, in the fifth, eighth, 
ninth, and tenth lines of the one hundredth sec- 
tion, to strike outzhe words “ for sale.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to make an 
amendment on the 79th page, sixty-eighth section, 
in order to make it correspond with an amend- 
ment made by the Sevator from Vermont to the 
fifty-fourth section. I move, in the eleventh line, 
after the word “upon,” to strike out *‘ the in- 
terest of all persons in default in;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

And, until such duties with such additions shall be paid, 


they shall be and remain a lien upon the distillery where 
sucli liquors have been distilled. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. In the thirteenth line of 
that section | move to strike out the words “ or 
in’? and insert ‘Sand upon,”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Inthe fifteenth line, after 
the word * belonging,’’ | move to amend by in- 
serting “and upon the lotor tract of land whereon 
such distillery or brewery is situate.’’ 


Mr. JOHNSON. Sometimes, the Senator will | 


remember, the site belongs to one man and the 
distillery to another. A 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The policy of this act is 
the same as the former one, and that is to hold 
the premises where the work is carried on respons- 
ible. J'here is no other way in which you can 
secure It. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My idea was that the lien on 
the distillery would be sufficient without making 
a lien on the land, because the landholder has no 
control over it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is madealien on land 
in the fifty-fourth section. The owner of the land 
leases it for this purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is pretty hard, though. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. [I offeran amendment on the 
190th page, at the end of section one hundred and 
twenty-four, to insert the following: 

But no tax shall be imposed or collected from, any hos- 
pital duly incorporated for the retief of the sick : Provided, 
The sick and disabled soldiers in the service of the United 
States, or those who have been honorably discharged there- 


from, shall be entitled to participate in the benefits of such | 


institution gratuitously: And provided further, That such 
institution shall have first procured from the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury a certificate showing thatit comes within the 


intent and meaning of this act, and is justly entitled tosuch | 


exemption. 


The object of the amendment is main!y for a | 


particular institution. Mr. James H. Roosevelt, 
recently deceased in New York, made a will in 
which he gave his property to the amount of a 


million dollars it is estimated, for the purposes of | 


a hospit@. I have a copy of the will, and I 
will read a portion of it. He gives **all the rest 
and residue of his personal estate”? to certain per- 
sons named “ or their survivors,” &c., “ for the 
establishment in the city of New York of a hos- 
pital for the reception and relief of sick and de- 
ceased persons, and for its permanent endow- 
ment.’? 

The section as drawn is general, and I do not 
know that there can be any objection to it in that 
form. The hospital must be gratuitously sup- 
ported. Weare doing a good deal for the sol- 
diers by the payment of bounties and otherwise; 
but we have not yet done much for them after 
they return from the war disabled, and it seems 
to me to be well to encourage efforts like this. I 
cannot think there is any doubt about the pro- 
priety of the exception, 

Mr. CLARK. I 8 


st to the Senator fi 
New York, as that may Foema toe 
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portance, that he have his amendment printed, | ing all'sales of stocks, bonds, and other securitios, a duty 
|| of one tenth of one per cent. on the gross amount oF such 


and that he let us look.at it and let us look atthe 
will. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


I have no objection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- || 


| of one per cent., and I propose in this bill to put 
| it where it was in the other. 


derstands the amendment of the Senator from New 
York to be withdrawn for the time being. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ask action on it now. 
and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the amendment will be printed as an 
amendment to be proposed at some other time. 

Mr.SUMNER. TheSenator from New York 
has proposed the exemption of a class of hospi- 
tals. Lam in favor of his proposition. It isnot 
now, however, under discussion; but in a sim- 
ilar spirit [ move to strike out on the 135th page 
lines two hundred and twelve, two hundred and 
thirteen, and two hundred and fourteen, as fol- 
lows: 

Onall printed books, magazines, pamphlets, reviews, and 
all other similar printed publications, except newspapers, 
a duty of five per cent. ad valorem. 

I merely wish to make one remark on this tax. 
We do not tax wheat or corn, because they are 
the staff of life. I think that a tax on books is 
less defensible than a tax on wheatoroncorn. I 
believe that books are the staff of life, and I be- 
lieve that our country would do itself honor at 
this moment when it is imposing a heavy tax 


Let it be laid on the table 


upon the country if it deliberately exempted | 


books. The tax thatis proposed is applicable to 


all books; books for the family reading, for the | 


library, and also for the school. All that we can 
get from the tax will be very small indeed. It 
will not add sensibly to your Treasury, but it 
will impose a burden upon knowledge. I hope, 
therefore, that the Senate will strike the words 
out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [have simply to say that 
the reason why we do not tax wheat is that it is 
nota manufacture. We should tax flour but for 
one reason; and that is, that by the reciprocity 
treaty we should have foreign flour brought in 
upon us at so great an advantage that we could 
not afford to taxat. That is the difficulty in that 
case. We do tax clothing, all kinds of clothing, 
hats, caps, everything that goes into wear, every- 
thing that we use, that is a manufacture, that we 
can reach. If the Senate is disposed to make a 
distinction between food for the body or clothing 


for the body and food for the mind or clothing | 


for the mind, if you please, they can do so. 
no good reason for it. 


I see 
It is well known that this 


| 


I 


Not withdrawn; but! do not | 





business of printing and publishing books is a | 


profitable one. It will be exceedingly profitable 
with the duty that we propose to put upon the im- 


portation of books in our tariff bill, if we put no | 
I do not | 
sce any reason why we should exempt this kind 


duty whatever upon it in this country. 


of business which is carried on very largely and 
which would yield a very considerable revenue to 
the Govgrnment simply because some part of it 
is learning. A ver I 

age toanybody. T 
principle—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator will permit me 
to ask him whether books that are imported will 
be liable toa duty in the hands of the owner? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Books that are imported 
a duty on importation under the tariff. 


here is no reason upon that 


r. JOHNSON. ThatI understand; but, hav- | 
ing paid that, would they be taxed in the hands of | 


a subsequent owner? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no; this is onlya tax 


on those printed and published in this country; | 


that is all. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. I should like to have the 
Senator from Massachusetts state his amendment 

ain, or let it be read from the desk. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let it be reported. 

Tlie Secretary read the amendment, on page 
135, to strike out the following clause: 

On all printed books, magazines, pamphiets, reviews, and 


all other similar printed publications, except newspapers, 
a duty of five per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SUMNER. On page 149, section ninety- 
seven, line four, | move to strike out “one fourth”’ 
and insert “ ove tenth;’’ so that it will read: 


Bec. 97. And be it further enacted, ‘Tat there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on all sales of real estate, goods, 


arge part of it is no advant- | 








sales, 


The tax in the Inst bill on audtions is one tenth 


1 have received com- 
munications from Boston, New York, and Phila- 
delphia, all in the same sense, all representing that 
the tax at one fourth of one per eent. will be very 
onerous to the business; in short, that the busi- 
ness cannot bear it. One communication which 
| have from Boston says: 

‘<The undersigned desire respectfully to call your atten 
tion to the proposed tax on sales by auction, On the larger 
portion of such sales the tax would be prohibitory. The 
distinction between the broker and the auctioneer is not 
only unjust but unwise ; its effect being to throw sales ex- 
clusively into the hands of the broker without increasing 
the revenue,” &e. 

. . ae 

I have also a communication from a very emi- 
nent house in Philadelphia, which | know some- 
thing about personally and in which | have great 
confidence, from which | will read a passage: 

« Now, while we believe in taxes, yet the charge upon us 
is so oncrous that we hope you will use your exertions to 
let it remain as last year, one tenth of one percent. We 
paid last year nearly $2,000 under that law to the United 
States, which comes out of our own pockets, as we do not 
charge it inthe account of sales. Besides this, we pay 
$2,000 per annum for a license to the State, and also, | 
think, thirty dollars license to the United States, and onall 
foreign goods we pay one and a half per cent. to the State. 
In addition to all this, add the quarter per ceut. now pro 
posed, and I think you will agree with us that the charges 
are very onerous, and will have a tendency to drive us out 
of the business.”’ 


As | understand it, the auction business is pe- 
culiar in this respect. It pays a local State tax. 
I believe the business of a broker does not pay a 
local State tax. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They can tax it. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘l'hatl understand; but lI am 
speaking of the fact, of the actual condition of this 
business. For instance, in the State of New York 
there is a very heavy local State tax imposed 
Qpon the auctioneer. All goods, for instance, 
sold at auction that come from the east of Cape 
Horn pay a tax of one half of one percent. tothe 
State, and another class of goods pay a still higher 
tax. ‘The sum total of that tax, as gathered in 
New York, | understand to be very considerable. 
So, also, is itin Pennsylvania. ‘The auctionter 
pays, in the first place, that local tax. He then 
pays our license, and then pays this second tax, 


| which is under consideration this moment. There 


are three classes of taxation, and the qnestion is 
whether we do not pile too much upon them. On 
this question | speak from the information that 
has been given to me, and it seemed to me we 
could not do better than to adhere to the rule 
adopted two years ago in the first Lill, and put 
this tax at one tenth of one per cent. 

I have been induced tonsk myself the question, 
why should the auctioneer be taxed in this way 
more than any other businessman? Whatisthe 
business of an auctioneer as now conducted? Is 
it materially different from that of » commission 
merchant? He isa commission merchant who 
does everything in connection with one piece of 
business all on one day with a flag at his door; 
but his relation to the goods sold is that of a com- 
mission merchant, and he steps in also asa guar- 
antor as acommission merchant. We impose no 
such tax on the commission merchant, nor does 
the State impose any tax upon the commission 
merchant. hy then should the auctioneer be 
selected, be individualized for this cumulative tax? 
I cannot see the reason myself, except it is that 
the business is peculiar; it stands out conspicu- 
ously; it attracts attention; it is transacted with 
a flag at the door; and therefore the Government 
come forward and imgpse upon it an extra tax; 
but I cannot from the nature of the business see 
any read why we should impose an additional 
tax upon the auctioneer as compared with other 
merchants, commission mercharfts, if you please, 
or persons in other kinds of business. Especially 
do I see no reason why we should impose this 
additional tax on the auctioneer as compared with 
the broker. 

I have likened the business of an auctioneer to 
that of acommission merchant. It may be likened 
also to that of a broker. In many respects it is 
thatof a broker. But the very facet thatthisextra 
tax is imposed upon the auctioneer, as | under- 


|| stand, has theeffectof throwing a very large and 
wares, merchandise, articles, or things at auetion, includ- | 


valuable class of business into the hands of 
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brokers who do not pay the same high tax, be- | and moves it upon authority upon which he has 





cause the persons who own the propert 


THE 00 


—— _ —_—- $$ —$ 


that is || 


sold by a broker can make larger profits when || 
they are nol obliged to pay this heavy taxation. | 


I hope, therefore, the Senate will bring this tax 
down to where it stood in the last bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The objection of the hon- 
orable member from Massachusetts is notso much 
to the amount of tax which we propose to levy 
as to the amount of State taxation. The amount 
that we propose to levy, as compared with State 
taxation, is, comparatively, very small—I mean 
the amount proposed by the committee, which is 
one fourth of one per cent, The member has 
said very correctly that the States impose upon 
these auctioneers a much higher tax, and it is be- 
cause of the imposition of that higher tax that 
he supposes the auctioneer would not be able to 
carry on his business if he was subjected to the 
additional tax of one fourth of one per cent. 
Nothing is more elear than that the United States 


have the right to tax everything for the wants of 


the Government that.is taxable at all under the 


authority of Congress; and if the amount which | 


the States impose is a sufficient objection against 
the amount which the United States want, then 
the power of the United States to tax is compar- 
atively inefficient. 

I think the honorable member is mistaken in 
supposing—and he takes it upon the representa- 
uuons of the auctioneers, to whom he has ad- 
verted, and who no doubt are very respectable 
men—and they are mistaken in supposing that 
they will not be able to charge this tax to their 
own customers. One thing is certain; that they 
do it with reference to the State taxation. If a 
man sends his goods to auction for sale, he will 
find when he gets the return of the sale that from 
the gross proceeds of:the sale the auctioneer de- 
ducts all the expenses; he deducts the expense, 
if there be any, of a tax imposed by the muni- 
cipal authorities where he may be, and the tax 
imposed, if there be any tax imposed, by the 
State. All that the customer gets is what re- 
mains after these expenses are deducted, aqd after 
he charges for his own services his commission 

Now, if, as unquestionably is the fact, they 
are able to charge the whole amount of State tax- 
atien to their customers, and they should be un- 
able, because the amount would be too large in 
the aggregate, to charge this one fourth of one 
ver cent, to their customers, the whole effect would 
be that with reference to this tax the profits of the 
auctioneer will be diminished; that is to say, he 
will have to pay this one fourth of one percent. 


out of bis profits; but has the honorable member 


any knowledge of the profits these auctioneers 
make in the States? I do not know how it is in 
the other States—-I speak of the State of Mary- 
land particularly—and | suppose it is the case 
in most of the States, these auctioneers are to be 
found only in the larger cities, and their number 
is limited; they give bond; they are seleeted for 
their integrity and their skill, and they are not 
made so numerous that the business will not be 
profitable to each, one of them. 

The difference, therefore, between brokers and 
commission merchants who pay no licenses and 
auctioneers is, thatevery man can play the broker 
and every man can play the commission merchant; 
but that is not the case with this particular busi- 
ness. ‘This is a business, to use the language of 
the Senator, set apart, and it is set apart, not for 
the purpose of being taxed because it is set apart, 
but it is set apart because it is a very peculiar 
business, and a very profitable business to the 
auctioneer. I suppose that half the property, I 
was about ‘to say half the personal property, in 
the course of several yeaxg, and a great deal of 
the real estate within the area over which the li- 
censes of the auctioneers extend, passes through 
the hands of the auctioneers, and they take their 
commission. If*they guaranty where they sell 
upon credit, as sometimes they do, as well as the 
brokers and commission merchants—if they guar- 
anty the payment of the purchase money, they 
charge a commission for that guarantee. If my 
friend could look at the accounts of the larger 
auctioneers in New York, in Philadelphia, and in 
Baltimore, he would find that their profits are 
very heavy. 

It does not appear to me, therefore, that there 
isany weight, I was about to say—certainly there 
issome, because the honorable member moves it, 
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| their business. 


GRESSI 





a right to rely—in the objection that this would 
be too heavy a tax, a tax which, if imposed, 

would prevent these gentlemen from carrying on | 
That it will not have that effect | 
I am perfectly satisfied is certain. If it has any | 





_ effect injurious to them, it will-only be that to the | 





/extent of this one fourth of one per cent. they | 


will not have it in their power to charge it to 
their customers. 

Mr. SUMNER. Of course there is no ques- 
tion about the constitutional authority of Con- 
gress in this matter. We may impose the tax if 
it is thought desirable; and the only question 1 
have undertaken to presentis simply this: whether 
under the circumstances the increased tax is ad- 
visable. 

The Senator reminds us that if we take notice 
of this State tax, and on account of the existence 
of the State tax we forbear to tax, we toacertain 
extent submit to a constraint that comes froma 
State tax. Now, it does seem to me that we must 
look at the thing as itis. We are endeavoring 
to arrange a system of taxation that, so far as 
possible, shall be equal and even, and not too oner- 
ous upon individuals or different classes of busi- 
ness. Thatis the object of every one of us; and in 
carrying out that object we are bound, I submit, 
tec look at existing State laws or usages to see 
how they affect different classes of business. 
Looking at those laws and usages, we find that 
there is one class of business peculiarly affected 
by them. It is that of the auctioneer, which is 
brought within the sphere of State taxation. In 
that respect it differs from almost every other 
business, the business of the manufacturer, of 
the commission merchant, and of the broker; not 
that the State may not tax all of those persons, 
but in point of fact the State does not tax them. 

I submit that while we are arranging our sys- 
tem of taxation we ought to take the actual facts 
into consideration, and not to make our tax bear 
unduly bard. The fact is that there is a very 
heavy State tax imposed upon the auctioneer, 
and it seems to me we ought to recognize it. We 
did recognize it swo years ago, and after a con- 
siderable debate—I think it ranvover half a day, 
and Ido not know but a whole day—we put it 
at one tenth of one per cent.; and I believe the 
business has gone on very well upon that tax 
since. I have heard no reason for increasing it 
to one fourth of one per cént., while on the con- 
trary I do hear objections. I hope, therefore, 
that the tax will be put where it was two years 
ago. 

OMe. CLARK. | wanttoask the Senator from 
Massachusetts this question: when we are in- 
creasing the tax imposed on all other sorts of 
products and business to get a revenue, why 
should not this be increased proportionably. Why 
should we leave it as it was? 

Mr. SUMNER. If this business can bear the 
increase, | say increase it. 

Mr. CLARK. We find that other kinds of 
business can bear it, and it must bear it. 1 wish 
to suggest to the Senate and the Senator from 
Massachusetts that while they tax auctioneers 
in Massachusetts, New York, and Pennsylvania, 
there are many States that do not tax them atall, 
and the question for us to consider is what these 
veople can bear in the States of the Union and 
eave the States to adjust their State taxation to 
the whole class as they exist throughout the 
Union. It seems to me that the tax on auction- 
eers and upon their business is not too large. | 
myself was very reluctant to agree in committee 
to the tax on commercial brokers. I thought it 
was too low. We have got it at one twentieth 
of one per cent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is on the sale of 
stocks and money and those things; on merehan- 
dise it is one eighth of one per cent. 

Mr. CLARK. Then there is not so mucli dif- 
ference as | supposed there was; but I think the 
tax is not too high as it stands here on auction- 
eers. 

Mr.SUMNER. Allow me to ask, why should 
the business of the auctioneer be taxed one fourth 
of one per cent. andthat of the broker one eighth ? 

Mr. CLARK. I suggest it is because of the 
different manner in which he does his business, 
at public outery. The other man is obliged to go 
areund and seek a customer or invite a customer 
to come in and find his place of sale; but here the 
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auctioneer stands in his place of business, puts 
out a flagand sells at public outcry. That is the 
difference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another reason: 
the auctioneer gets from two to five per cent. com- 
mission and the broker only one half or one fourth 
of one per cent. 

Mr.CLARK. Thatis another reason, because 
he gets a higher commission, I was answering 
the question why we tax auctioneers differently 
from brokers. 

Mr. FESSENDEN._I can make another an- 
swer to the Senator. We had a sort of delega- 
tion of auctioneers from the city of New York, 
and they complained very bitterly that while we 
taxed them one fourth of one percent. we did not 
tax the brokers of merchandise at all; they were 
excluded in the first tax that was laid upon brok- 
ers. It was only laid on those who sold coin. 
The Senator will notice on page 151 that we have 
inserted this clause: 

Upon all sales of merchandise, produce, or other goods, 
one eighth of one per cent. 

That delegation stated to us that if we would 
put one half the tax on brokers that we put on 
auctioneers it would make it about right. 

Mr. SUMNER. The explanation of that I 
understand is this: there is a large class of busi- 
ness that may go into the hands of an auctioneer 
or of a broker equally. For instance, take a cargo 
of teas. A cargo of teas from China arrives in 
Boston or in New York, and the owner of it may: 
dispose of it through a broker or through an 
auctioneer. The tendency, as I understand, of 
business now. is to dispose of a cargo of teas 
through a broker, for the reason that the broker 
does not pay so high a tax as the auctioneer. 
The consequence of that is that the auctioneer 
loses that class of business which has in times 
past belonged to him naturally. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not think that makes 
any difference. 

r. POMEROY. 1 will inquire whether this 
tax would apply to the men who sell the public 
lands of the United States. All the public lands 
are sold at public sale. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
through the bill and see. 
question and does not look at anything else. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have looked through the 
bill and I cannot find whether it does or not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We shall not affect sales 
by the Government a great deal. 

Mr. President, I wish to state one fact in regard 
to this matter. It is very difficult indeed to tell 
how much reliance may be placed upon persons 
doing different kinds of business who come to see 
the committee. Some of them, and perhaps the 
greater part of them, are honest men, but all of 
them are plausible, and it is pretty difficult to dis- 
tinguish between those who may be entirely 
trusted and those who may not. One thing, how- 
ever, is observable, to the credit of the country 
be it said, that all ure very desirous that a heavy 
tax should be laid and money should be raised to 
support the Government: ‘ Tax, tax, that is all 
right; there never was so good a time as now to 

ut on the tax; but with regard to our particular 
Seatatin it is a little hard.”” (Laughter.] They 
are very apt to make that exception in all cases: 
** We are perfectly willing that you shall tax, but 
be very careful donk the business in which we 
are interested; that requires a great deal of care 
and discrimination, and a low tax on fhat will 
always produce a much greater revenle than a 
higher one.”” That was almost invafiably the 
story, until it got to be so entirely common that 
we at last began to think that we must exercise 
some little judgment of our own on the subject. 

With regard to this matter of auctioneers, the 
Senator speaks of the principle upon which they 
are taxed. He is, perhaps, aware that, whether 
rightfully or wrongfully, all countries that have 
laid this internal revenue tax have singled out this 
kind of business for taxation. There is a book 

ublished on the subject, with reference to the 

relish system, exclusively devoted to auction 
sales. 1 looked it over two years ano, but my 
memory is not a very a one, and I do not re- 
member much of it. I[t satisfied me, however, 
that it was a very convenient and proper subject 
of taxation on account of its peculiar nature. The 
States seem to be of the same opinion; and I think, 
inesmuch as we have established the principle 
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that we will tax auction salesas being a peculiar 
kind of business, which in its very nature will 
bear taxation, it being a mere agency paying well, 
the only question that remains to be considered | 
is the amount of the tax. 

I was struck by the fact that the auctioneers 
who first came here and talked with us about it 
stated that the only oy was between them 
and the brokers with regard to these sales, and 
they said distinctly thatif we put half the tax upon 
the brokers who sold merchandise and the same 
things that they sold that we put upon them, it 
would be aboutright. Accordingly, not perceiv- 
ing why the brokers should not pay a reasonable 
tax, we did it. The next thing was, we had a 
delegation saying that owing to the peculiar na- 
ture of the business, as carried on in New York, 
it would not do to tax them atall. The gentle- 
man whocame to us wasa very clear-headed and 
excellent gentleman, and in a very few remarks | 
he gave his opinion, stating that he came asa del- 
ezation, and went off after giving lis opinions. 
We, however, remained of the same opinion as 
we were before, that under the circumstances the 
tax of one fourth of one per cent., inasmuch as 
we puta tax of one eighth on brokers of mer- 
chandise, &c., which they do not seem to com- 
plain of, would be about right. 

The Fouse of Representatives did not put any 
tax on the sale of merchandise. We impose a tax 
of one eighth of one per cent. With regard to 
the sale of stocks, &c., that is an entirely different 
kind of business; the profit is very small, almost 
minute; and on full consideration we came tothe 
conclusion that a tax of one twentieth of one per 
cent. was as much as that business would bear, 
and we fixed it accordingly at that rate. 

I can only say that the bill as it stands is the 
result of the most careful and deliberate and, | 
certainly may say, unprejudiced consideration 
that the committee could give to the whole sub- 
ject. If Senators can throw any further light on 
the subject, and satisfy themselves that the com- 
mittee is wrong, | shall be very glad to have any- 
thing wrong in the bill corrected. I have no pri- 
vate opinion about it, as I stated before. y 
own opinion is, this tax had better stand. 

Mr.SUMNER. The Senator will understand 
that | do not come forward in any spirit of criti- 
cism of the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
feetly. 

Mr. SUMNER. All I have said I have said 
in the way of honest contribution to the perfec- 
tion of the bill. , 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I assure the Senator I 
do not take it in any other sense. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not suppose the Sena- 
tor did; but | wish to exonerate myself from all 
possibility of any such suggestion. As I have 
already stated, | have received several letters on 
the subject. ‘The Senator from Maine may re- 
member, but probably he has forgotten it, that 
two yearsago | interested myself in this very ques- 
tion, when the bill was originally before the Sen- 
ate; and now, my own impression, after looking 
into the matier, is that if we persevere in the rate 
adopted two yearsago, all things considered, that 
would, perhaps, be the best, though I see the diffi- 
eulties.in that. Those difficulties grow out of the 
fact that any uniform rule, applicable to all cases, 
is productive of some hardship. Different kinds 
of auction sales produce different degrees of 
profit, and they might pay, therefore, a different 
rate of tax. There isacertain part of the business 
of an auctioneer, that to which | have already re- 
ferred, as, for instance, the sale of a cargo of teas 
on a large scale, where the tax which is now pro- 
posed would be very onerous indeed, and out of 
proportion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do notexpeet or suppose that 
the proposition of the committee will be changed 
by the Senate, and yet it ismy belief that this tax 
is too high. ‘The auctioneer in the State of New 
York pays that State three fourths of one per cent. 
every year, and now if we add to that another 
fourth, it makes one per cent. discrimination 
against him, and in favor of the commission mer- 
chant. I understand that the auctioneer, such is 
the nature of the business, cannot charge the 
whole amount of this tax overto his customer; he 
pays ut now out of his own pocket. I do not 

now what there is in thé natare of the auction- 























I understand that per- 


eer’s business that would justifythis disorimina- | 
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tion between him and the commission merchant. | 
He is, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
said, buta commission merchant. The only dif- 
ference between them is the mode in which they | 
make their sales. Each sells goods for another. | 


He is an agent for the principal, and sells goods | 
I cannot see why the auc- | 
tioneer should be made to pay a tax of one per | 


for the principal. 


cent. when the commission merchant pays only 
one eighth of one per cent. 

I am not very observing nor have I much ex- 

erience in relation to commercial affairs, but I 
pave observed in the course of my business life 
that the amount of auction business in the city of 
New York has been reduced, I think one half; 
certainly there is not near the amount of auction 
business now that there was formerly, and there 
is a great deal more commission business done. 
The commission merchant, in my judgment, is 
getting the advantage of the aaction merchant in 
consequence of this tax. It seems to me there 
is no good reason why the auctioneer should be 
taxed in this bill a quarter of one percent. and the 
commission merchant only one eighth of one per 
cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to add one or two 
words to the statements that have already been 
made in regard to this tax. 
only the same character of goods as the commer- | 
cial broker, there would be no justice in discrim- 
inating between them. There is no reason why, | 
because goods are sold at public outery, the tax 
should be higher than when sold by samples; | 
but there is this difference: an auctioneer sells a 
very different kind of merchandise. 
that formerly the auctioneer in New York sold 
teas, coffees, and thelike; but lam informed that | 
that business has now chiefly gone into the hands 
of mercantile brokers, who, by hiring a little office 


in Wall street or some other street in New York, | 
sell cargoes of coffee, teas, and other products by | 
People who desire to buy large | 
quantities of such goods go and inspect the sam- | 
They take the | 


small samples. 


ples and buy from the samples. 
place of auctioneers in a great measure. 


But auctioneers besides selling, sometimes, car- | 
goes of this kind, sell furniture, dry goods, and | 


a great variety of articles that are not sold by the 


broker and cannot be sold by the broker; that | 
are only sold by inspection, cach person seeing | 


the article before buying it. 
An auctioneer receives as his commission for 
selling these goods from three to five per cent., 


while the commercial or mercantile broker never | 


receives over one half of one per cent.,and [ be- 
lieve the usual commission in New York is one 
fourth of one percent. Itis manifest, therefore, 
that if you apply the same ‘rate of taxation to 
both employments you do injustice to the com- 
mercial broker. The tax of one eighth of one 


in proportion to the amount received by him than 
a tax of one per cent. on the auctioneer. Every 
county in the United States has an auctioneer. 
Their sales are varied. They sell generally per- 
sonal property, horses, cattle, and furniture, and 
they sellat open outcry. There a tax of one per 
cent. is very emall indeed. As we must apply 
some general principle of taxation, it seems to 
me to make it less than that it would be utterly 
insignificant. In New York, perhaps, and in the 
very large cities, it may operate unjustly, espe- 
cially when applied to the sale of cargoes of cof- 
fee and tea; but I do not know of any other auc- 
_ sales where the tax would be considered too 
igh. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have no controversy with 
the proposition of the committee to fix the per- 
centage upon auctions at one fourth of one per 
cent. and shall vote against the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts; but if I can get an 
opportunity I shall move to strike out the word 
“‘eighth”’ in the thirteenth line of the ninety-eighth 
section and substitute the word “‘ sixth,” so as 


stead of one eighth of one per cent. 

Mr. SUMNER. That will come up when this 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. If the Senator from 


ness in New York that is not done through a 
mercantile broker, he knows something that | do 
not. [ know that there are mercantile brokers in 
almost every branch of business. There are hard- 


If the auctioneer sold | 


It is trae | 


per cent. on the commercial broker is much higher | 


to make commercial brokers pay one sixth in- | 


Ohio knows of any branch of mercantile busi- | 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 











_ 2069 


ware brokers; there are brokers who deal in al- 
most every particular kind of domestic manufac- 
ture, and in various kinds of foreign imported 
articles. I agree with the Senators from New 
York and Massachusetts: I cannot conceive of 
any earthly reason why a man who goes into the 
Corn Sichanss in New York or Chicago, and 
there makes a sale upon that public ground of a 
large amount of produce or merchandise, ought 
not to pay pretty nearly as large a percentage as 
the auctioneer who sells in his own domicile, and 
who is at the expense of renting and keeping it 
open. 

It is said that the auctioneer gets a larger per- 
centage. So he does, providing he guaranties 
the sale; and so does the broker when he guar- 
anties the sale. They both sell by samples, I 
think the Senator from New York,[Mr.Morean, } 
who is familiar with sales in New York, will bear 
testimony to that fact. They both sell by sam- 
ples; and it is true, as has been stated here to- 
night, the tendency has been to have the business 
of the country done in these cities through these 
brokers. Every new corn exchange—and they 
are establishing exchanges of different kinds, and 
have even got that of boots and shoes in some of 
the States—tends to break up the business of the 
auctioneers and puts this business into the hands 
of the brokers. If there can be any reason as- 
signed why the broker should not pay as much 
as the auctioneer [| am not able to discover the 
reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRIMES. I now propose 

Mr. CLARK. You cannot offer that amend- 
ment until we get into the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. Very well. 

Mr.SUMNER. There is one amendment that 
is not perhaps strictly in order and | cannot offer 
it until we get into the Senate, but I call the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee to it, 
and perhaps he will have it made, and save the 
trouble of referring to it in the Senate. [tis on 
page 234, the new section relating to consuls of 
foreign countries. There is this proviso to the 
section: 

Provided, That the countries which such consuls may 
represent shall extend similar exemption to the consuls of 
the United States. 

It will be apparent that the assessors or collect- 
ors cannoteasily have the means of knowing what 
the laws of foreign countries on this subject ore, 
and I would suggest the addition of these words: 
** and the certificate of the Secretary of State shall 
be the evidence of such exemption in foreign coun- 
tries,’? so that the assessors shall address the 
Secretary of State in order to ascertain whether 
our consuls in foreign countries have the exemp- 
tion which it is proposed to allow to them in ours. 

Without some such provision as that it seems 
to me the section would be very difficult to carry 
into execution; indeed, I do not know how the 
assessoys will ascertain that fact. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was about to remark 
that probably the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue could ascertain the fact in regard to it and 
instruct the assessors. ‘Those things generally go 
through the Commissioner. I have no manner 
of objection, however, to the amendment sug- 
ssaad, except that the certificate could not well be 
furnished to each assessor. I think there will be 
no difficulty about itas it stands, because the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue would ascertain the 
fact and inform the assessors. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I will not offer 
the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend the bill 
on page 17, section nineteen, line four, by insert- 
ing after the word ** be’’ the words “if not, then 
in some newspaper in the collection district most 
accessible;’’ so that the advertisements shall ve 
published somewhere at all events. It will then 
read: 

That the assessors for each collection district shall, by 
advertisement in some public newspaper published in cach 
county Within said district, if any such there be, if not, 
then in some newspaper in the collection district most 
accessible, and by notifications to be posted up ii at least 
four public places within each assessinent district, adves- 
tise, by not less than ten days’ notice, all persons con- 
cerned of the time (of which nut less than ten days’ notice 


shall be given) and, place within said coumy when and 
where appeals will be received, &c. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not suppose there is 


a district in the United States where there is not || 


anew er. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir, there are. 
Mr. FESSENDEN, I do not think that 


amendm tia necessary 


Mr. ANTHONY, At any rate it cannot do || 
any harm, and if there is any necessity for it it || 
is desirable to have itdone, There are districts 
where there are no new spapers. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will not object'to it if 
the Senator thinks it neces ssary; but ** most ac- 
cessible’’ would hardly do. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Say “ nearest thereto.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That modifi- 
cation will be made. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now, on page 34, section 
twenty-nine, line eleven, after the words ‘in 


writing,’’ | move to insert ‘*a copy thereof to be 
sent by mail.’’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We thought that in a 
case of that sort it would be hardly advisable to 
allow the notice to be sent by mail. It will be 
noticed that that section provides for the seizure 
and sale of real estate, and that is so important a 
matter thatufa person has a place of residence or 
business in the di strict, we thought that before his 
estate was seized and sold he should have actual 
notice. ‘There are not many such cases, and notice 
can be served in person or left at his last usual 
place of abode without difficulty. That matter 
came up for consideration, and the committee 
thought, on the whole, that in so important a 
proceeding as the seizure and sale of real estate 
for taxes there ought to be special pains taken 
to give actual notice to the parties. 

Mr.ANTHONY. Unquestionably. But this 


is in addition to the notice in fact. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. If you give the notice in | 


person or serve it at his house what is the use of 
Bt nding it by mail besides? 

Mr. ANTHONY, I can see no objection to 
it. It is an additional precaution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is imposing an addi- 
tional duty on the officer. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis taking every precau- 
tion. The person may not be at his house, he 


may be away, and notice might reach him by | 


mail that would not reach him if left at his house. 
It has this merit, that it is an additional notice. 
Mr. CLARK. The committee considered that 
therecould be no sert of necessity for that. In the 
first place the original notice is given to the man 
in hand or leftathis last usual place of abode; and 
then if you require the officer to send a copy of 


the notice by mail, the original not having gone | 


by mail, it not only imposes the duty of sending 
a copy through the mail, but obliges the collector 
to preserve evidence of having sent a copy so 
that he may perfect the sale. When you have 
given the man the notice in hand or left it at his 
place of abode, there seems to be no sense and 
no necessity for putting a copy of that notice 
into the mail. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The notice isan extended 
notice. He has to state a good many things in it. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Ahe Clerk will find these 
amendments in the printed amendments that were 
offered by mycolleague who is not in his seat, 
and at whose request | take charge of them. 

In section fifty-eight, line thirty-two, | move 
to insert after the word ** used” the words: 

Provided, That whisky distilled and consumed in the 
production of tabries for wearing apparel, at the place of 
such production, upon which a duty of five per cent. is 
assessed upon the gross amount thereof, shall be exempt 
froin tax. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That is exempting all 
that is used in manufactures, ' 

Mr. ANTHONY. In manufactures on the 
premises, 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. On the same page, after 
section fitty-nine, | move to insert as a new see- 
tion: 


“And de it further enacted, That the owner or owners of 
any manulactory of cotton or woolen goods may provide, 
at his or their own expense, a warehouse, entablluned in 
conformity with such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, and such warehouse, when ap- 
pot by the collector, is hereby declared a bonded ware- 
1ouse of the United States, and shall be used only for stor- 
ing cotton or woolen goods, and to be under the custody of 


I} ers” eee 
the collector or his deputy. And the dutyon thecottonor || Mr. ANTHONY. 


i} 


| foreign producer. A manimports fabrics and he 


In section ninety-three, 
woolen goods stored in such warehouse shall be paid be- line nineteen, | move to strike out the words ** b 
fore they are removed, in pursuance of law. the purchasers thereof’’ and insert ‘‘one half by 
; ; io > > ; "fay } _ . . 7 . 

This is to give the domestic producer the same || the purchasers and one half by the sellers thereof;”’ 
advantage in paying his duties that isgiven tothe || oo) asto make the proviso read: 

aes } led Provided, That in ease of contracts of lease of coal lands 
places them In a bonde warehouse, and when he || made prior to the passage of this act the lessee shall pay 
desires to put them upon the market he pays the || the tax, if not otherwise agreed ; and all duties or taxes on 


duty. There are two seasons of the year when coal mined and delivered by “coal operators On contracts 
| fabrics of this kind are mainly sold, in the, spring || Betetotore made shall be paid one halt by the purchasers 


| and one half by the sellers thereof, if not otherwise agreed 


and in the fall; but the production goes on all the || py the parties. 


deposit, at the time of sale, to the place of deliv- 
ery,” and to insert: 


| the commencement of production to the date of sale. 


| which are sold at the place of production shall pay 


| the others. It seems to me that the goods sold 
| atthe place of production, or the goods sold at the | 


| cisely the same basis for taxation, and thatis the | 


| the goods are sold by the manufactirer the Gov- 








time, and the importation goes on all the time. | 
The importer has the privilege of placing his goods 
in bod aud paying the duties only when he puts 
them on the market. Why should not the do- | 
mestic producer have the same privilege? He 
can put them in bond under regulations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as I propose. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. he imported goods are 
put in public stores, 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is in public stores. 

Mery FESSENDEN. No, his own store. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave not got quite through. 
I must try to get something out of the chairman | 
of the Committee on Finance if I can. 

In section eighty-five, line thirty-seven, I move 
to strike out “ First. Freight from the place of 


First. For all sums paid for storage, freight, insurance, 
and labor, from the place of manufacturing to the place of 
deposit or sale and delivery, and for actual interest from | 


The object of the section, I take it, is that goods 


the same duty as goods sold in commission houses 
consigned to other places, and the section exempts 
one of the expenses. I do not see any reason why 
that expense should be deducted rather than all | 


place of distribution, should be reduced to pre- | 


object of the amendment. 
fr. FESSENDEN. In other words that until | 


ernment shall pay him interest on them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. - Not so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatisthe provision pro- 

vosed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis not that the Govern- | 
ment shal] pay him interest, but that the manu- | 
facturer shall not pay duty on the interest which | 
he pays. 

Mr. CLARK. You allow him interest. 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, it is only the daty on | 
the interest that is to be deducted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Read it again. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Maine 
might as well say that the Government pays the 
manufacturer freight on his goods as that it pays 
him interest. [t merely excepts the duty from 
interest and from freight. If the provision of 
the section is correct the amendment is proper. 
It merely carries out the same principle which is 
acknowledged in the bill, but only imperfectly | 


carried out. [ hope the Senator from Maine will | 


yield to us this amendment; he has been rather 
hard onus. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. It’ does not depend on | 


the Senator from Maine, though the Senator from 
Maine thinks the amendment a very absurd one. 
ees 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I hope the Senate 


will vote him down. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ANTHONY. On page 116, line forty, of | 


the same section, | move to insertafter the words | 


‘* ner cent.” the following words: 
For guarantee not exceeding three per cent. actually paid, 


and for such amounts of interest as will reduce time sales | 
} 


to cash, for customary allowance for wear and tear of ma- 
chinery used in the production of the articie taxed. 
That is precisely on the same principle as the 
preceding amendment. They both ought to be 
adopted. They both reduce the goods that are 
sold at the point of distribution to the same rate 
of taxation as the goods that are sold at the point 
of production. I cannot see how the committee 
can assent to the exemption they have made in 











this secon and not agree to go tothe extent now 
proposed. : 
he amendment was rejected. 


. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The nextamendment which 
[ propose to offer is so reasonable and just that 1 
hope the Senator from Maine willagreetoit. It 
is to insert after line four hundred and thirty- 
eight, of section ninety-three, this proviso: 

Provided, That if any of the articles named herein are 


manufactured in one district and receive final process in 


another, if manufactured by one and the same party, the 
tax shall be assessed in the district in which the article as 


| aforesaid receives its final process. 


There are a great many articles of manufacture 
that go through different processes at different 
places; and where the same producer finishes the 
perfect article, taking it from the raw material, 
this amendment allows him to pay the tax upon 


| the whole value of the article when finished, in- 


stead of paying it from time to time at different 
stages of its manufacture. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Suppose he does not finish it? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Never finishes it? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Suppose he sells it in an un- 


| finished state? 


Mr. ANTHONY. Then the provision does 
not apply to him. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But he gets off withoutany 
tax. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly not. The amend- 
ment only applies where the article receives final 
process. If he sells it before it receives final pro- 
cess)it does not apply to him. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But then he pays no tax. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifa man violates the law, 
he is subject to its penalties. 

Mr. COLLAMER. By “final process,” I 


suppose, is meant that process which subjects 


| the article to taxation. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I mean that process which 
places it in the hands of the consumer ready for 
consumption, 

Mr. COLLAMER. It would be considered 
finished when subject to tax, though it might not 
have received final process. 

Mr.ANTHONY. ‘Tire term “ final process’? 
may bean indefinite one. Idonot know as much 
as the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Vermont on almost anything else, but I do know 
more about manufacturing, and I know this 
amendment will be a very great convenience. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It will enable a manu- 
facturer to eseape a part of the tax. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I take it you do not want to 
make the bill unnecessarily odious to the people. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Suppose you takea piece 
of muslin-de-laine, all finished except the print- 
ing, is it not subject to taxation them? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then it has its “ final 
process”’ for the purpose of taxation; but if you 
go on and have it printed in another place, and 
call that the final process, it may escape the first 
taxation altogether. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Icannotseeit so. I hope 
that certainly those Senators whose constituents 
are concerned in textile productions will vote for 
this amendment. 

Mr.FESSENDEN. My constituents are, and 
I will vote against it. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to ask Senators why 
when a man carries on these two branches of man- 
ufacture he should be allowed to be taxed differ- 
ently from the persons who carry on each a dif- 
ferent branch. One party may make printing 
cloths and pay the tax at the end of that process; 
another party may make printing cloths and print 
them, and he wants to pay the tax all at the end 
of the printing, whereas somebody else might 
print the first printing cloths. Why not let us 
all be taxed together? One man may be fortu- 
nate enough to own establishments to carry on 
the whole, but it is not so witheverybody. Let 
everybody stand alike under the law. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cananswer the Senator’s 
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The reason why a man who carries on |) yet, and we want to take the bill out of Commit- 


both procésses should be taxed differently from || tee of the Whole to-night if we can, 
the man who carries on but one, is because it will | 


be a great deal more convenient to him and just 
as well for the Government; and it seems to me 
that we ought in laying 

as convenient to the people as we can. 


ient to him. 

Mr. CLARK. It does not always follow that 
because it is more convenient to the individual 
it is more convenient or safe to the Government. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave got one more amend- 
menteyet. On page 156, section one hundred and 
two, line thirty-seven, I move to insert after the 
word * notwithstanding”’ the following words: 


Provided further, That when the production of any man- 
ufactured article shall not realize a net profit more than 
sufficient to keep the apparatus, machinery, or manufac- 
tory in efficient repair, meaning thereby that a customary 


Mr. COWAN. I have asingleamendment that 


| Lam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 


e these taxes to make them }| 
A man | 
escapes no taxation, butit Is much more conven- | 


propose. [tis on page 138, line two hundred. and 
ninety-eight of section ninety-three, alter the 
word §* rods’’ to insert ‘tax-poles.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is on concurring in the amendments 
which have been made as ia Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CLARK. On conference with the chair- 


man ofthe Finance Committeeyit is deemed advis- | 


able to let all the amendments stand non-con- 


perfected it. If that can be done, and the record 


properly kept, the committee woukd desire to take 
that course. 
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parties and of importance to the House. They af- 
fect the rights of members to their seats. The Com- 
mittee of Elections have hastened them forward as 
fust as the amount of labor devolved on that com- 
mittee has enabled them to do. We have been 
aware that the time would come toward the clase 
of the session when these questions would be- 
come very irksome to the House, and when they 
would hardly receive the amount of considera 
| tion due to questions of such importance, 


’ “he y 


|| have, therefore, desired to bring them before the 
|| House as early as possible, and they do not feel 


| that they are guilty of any neglect in the delay 
| which has occurred. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a case which has 


r involved the committee in some embarrassment. 


arranging a hearing of the case in consequence of 
that fact. We have sought by conferences with 


| 
| 
| 
curred in until we have been over the bill and have } One of the parties to the contest is not present in 
the House, and we have had some difficulty in 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


amount shall remain to the manutacturer for the weanand 
tear of his apparatus, machinery, or manufactory, the tax 
of five per cent., as heretofore provided upon the gross 
amount of products, shall be remitted. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis, the Government 
must insure the manufacturer a profit! 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I want tocall the attention | 
of the chairman of the committee to an amend- 
ment that was passed by and no question taken 
upon it, at page 139; and if the committee shall 
assent to the proposition which I shall suggest, I 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Itisimpossible probably || those representing that party, who is now in the 

| to single out now the amendments upon which || field, to make some arrangement, but it has been 
Senators will wantseparate votes. We propose, || found difficult, if not impossible. They have been 
therefore, to let the bill stand and let Senators | compelled, as a matter of duty to this party, to 
| call for separate votes on such amendments as || bring the matter up at this time. While | recog- 
they please, and after they get through with those || nize the importance of the measure which the 
to adopt all the other amendments in gross. | gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morrict] repre- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of || sents to the whole House and to the country, still 
proceeding is entirely in the coutrol of the Senate. || | have to say if this case is to be heard at all this 
Mr. CLARK. If we were to concur now, it || session, itdoesseem to me that it should be heard 
might be that we should concur in amendments \| now; and I do not feel at liberty, therefore, to 


that ought to be further considered. 


Fa 





should like to have it adopted; otherwise | shall 
reserve it until we get in the Senate. On page 
139, line three hundred and twelve of section 
ninety-three, the tax on stoves is raised from $1 50 
to $5; that is two hundred and thirty-three per 
cent. Stoves are used mainly by the poorer classes 
of people. Almost all the tenement houses are 
built now without fire-places. The fire-places 
take up a great deal of room and cost a good deal 
in construction. The housesare built with small 
chimneys, merely to carry off the smoke from the 
stove-pipes. The taxes on the raw material of 
which stoves are manufactured have been, as we 
all know, very largely increased. Iron which 
was worth from sixteen to cighteen dollars a ton | 
a few years ago is now sixty dollars, I think. 
I think this imposes rather a larger tax than the | 
committee would intend on articles intended for 
the poorer classes of people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator would not now be in order. I thought my- 
self that five dollars a ton on hollow-ware was 
out of proportion, but it cannot be acted on in 
committee. 








Mr. TRUMBULL. 


by themselves. 


Mr, FESSENDEN. 


| time. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not mean the whole 


| bill, bat the amendments. 





Mr. FESSENDEN. It would be impossible 
to pick them all out and print them in time, they 
ure 80 numerous. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 2, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
POLICY OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr.GRIDER, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to publish in the Globe remarks on the pol- 


[ should like to inquire if | 
| it would be practicable to print these amendments || 


I do not think there is | ) 
| that motion | demand the previous question. 


‘| Mr. MORRILL. 


yield the position which the rules entitle me to. 
While any motion may be made in reference to 
| it, L should regret to see the matter postponed. 

| Mr. MORRILL. I move that the subject be 
| 


postponed for one week after to-morrow; and on 


Mr. GANSON. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

I withdraw the demand for 
| the previous question for that purpose. 

Mr. GANSON. I submit the report of the 
minority of the Committee of Elections in this 
ease, and move that it be laid upon the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL renewed the demand for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. DAWES demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to postpone, 


| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, 


noes 25. 








1 icy of the Administration. [The speech will be || So the further consideration of the subject was 
b Mr. ANTHONY. I thought, perhaps, the published in the econ | postponed for one week from ceunbivpw . 
i committee would agree to my suggestion. If not, 
I shall move my amendment iu the Senate. MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. ENROLLED BILL. 
_Mr.FESSENDEN. Iam satisfiedit is about || Mr.DAWES. [rise to aquestion of privilege. || Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
right as it stands: I desire to call up the case of Knox vs. Blair from || Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
Mr. ANTHONY. Very well; I am satisfied || the first congressional district of Missouri. truly enrolled House bill No. 395, entitled ** An 
we cannot do anything with the Senator from Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a privileged ques- || act to provide a national currency secured by a 
Maine this evening. [Laughter.] We shall have || tion. Isuggestto the gentleman from Massachu- || pledge of United States bonds, and to provide for 
to wait until we get into the Senate. setts that it is very important, if the Elouse ex- || the circulation and redemption thereof;’? when 
van eee I peers, of moving on pects, 8 aeppencs its pasinane so as 7 aljoumn oe || the Speaker signed the same. 
amendinent that where the words “* States an fore August or September, that it should proceed | 
Territories” are used they shall be construed to || with the special Sieg for to-day. I| ae the | PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
include the District of Columbia. The bill does | gentleman has had enough of these Missouri con- || _Mr. STEVENS, from the select committee on 
not apply to the District of Columbia now; so I || tested-election cases to satisfy him for the present. | the Pagific railroad, reported back House bill 
thought that at the close of “the bill we should Mr. GANSON. I rise to a question of privi- || No. 438, to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to aid 
Bi say that where the words ‘States and Territo- lege, and desire to present the reportof the minor- || iu the censtruction of a railroad and a telegraph 
‘ ries” are used in this act they shall be construcd || ity in the case called by the gentleman from Mas- | 


cory 


to include the District of Columbia, where such 
a construction is not inapplicable. 

Mr.CLARK. We have inserted “* the District 
of Columbia” very frequently. 

Mr. POMEROY. I see it inserted only once 
or twice. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. If the bill is not correct 
in that respect, the Senator will have an oppor- 
tunity to move an amendment at another time. 
That is a matter which I believe is under the con- 

sideration of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are halfa dozen places 
where it should be inserted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that had better 
be left until we wet into the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin will attend to it, very well. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Finance Committee 
have aconsiderable number of amendments which 
they tif tor to offer, but not until the bill gets 
into the Senate, as they are not all quite prepared | 


sachusetts, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. As two questions of | 
privilege and one privileged question only are be- 
fore the House, I think | ought to have an oppor- | 
tunity of offering a resolution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. _I must object. 

The minority report submitted by Mr. Ganson 
was received, laid upon the table,and ordered to 
be printed. * 

Mr. DAWES. I gave notice some two weeks | 
ago of my intention to call up on a particular day 
named this case of Knox and Blair. Upon that 
day, at the earnest solicitation of the parties in | 
another election case, I gave way, and there have | 
intervened two of these cases since that time. 





line from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July, 1862, with a substitute; and moved 
that it be ordered to be printed, and its further 
consideration postponed until Thursday next after 
the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that it be made the 
special order for Thursday next, and from day 
to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hickey, 
its Chief Clerk, informed the House that the Sen- 


Iam aware that the House is tired of these || ate,has agreed to the report of the committee of 


election cases; I will not say of Missouri cases | 
particularly, but of these questions of privilege | 
which the Committee of Elections very inoppor- 


tunely is forever compelled to thrust on the House. | 
i 


But, sir, they are questions of importance to the 


conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 426) creating an 
additional supervising inspector of steamboats 
and two local inspectors of steamboats for the 
collection district of Memphis, Tennessee, and 
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two local inspectors for the collection district of | 


Oregon, end for other purposes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message from the President of the United 


States, by Mr. Nicoray, his Private Secretary, | 


informed the House that he had approved and 


signed bills and a joint resolution of the follow- | 


jg titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 345) for the relief of Fred- 
derick A. Beelen, late secretary of legation to 
Chili; 

An act (H. R. No. 381) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An actmaking a grant of lands to the State 
of Lowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 


struction of certain railroads in said State,’’ ap- | 


proved May 15, 1856; 

An act (H. R. No. 484) to incorporate the 
Newsboys’ Home; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 63) to settle the 


accounts of James Keenan, late consul at Hong | 


Kong, China, 
BUSINESS OF JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MORRILL. As this day has been set 


apart for the consideration of business from the 

Committee on the Judiciary, | move that that busi- 

ness be postponed to the day after the House has 

disposed of the tariff bill, after the morning hour. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, I wish to say that it is the 
intention of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to give up this entire day to the discussion of 
the tariff bill, artd to-morrow to consider amend- 
ments under the five minutes rule. I now move 
that the House shall take a recess from five o’clock 
to half past seven o’clock p. m. 

Mr. ANCONA, I object to five o’clock; say 
half past four o’clock, 
Mr. MORRILL. 

tion, 

The motion, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 


I agree to that modifica- 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, | 


(Mr. Scuencx in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being House 


bill No. 494, to increase duties on imports, and | 


for other purposes. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
about to make an elaborate speech, 


the character and purpose of the bill now before 
us as will save the time which would otherwise 
be spent in explanations during the progress of 
the bill through the committee. 

Wile sudden and frequent changes of tax and 
tariff bills are undesirable because of the shock 
and revolution they bring upon the trade and com- 
merce of the country, the reasons for some change 
now are potential and obvious. The Treasury 
requiresa larger supply of means, and such sources 
of revenue as have notalready yielded their maxi- 
mum contributions must now be sought,*so that 
we may fill the measure of our wants. This has 
made an increase of internal duties necessary, and 
that increase to a considerable extent imposes 
upon us the daty as weil as affords us the power 
of obtaining an increased revenue from duties on 
imports from abroad. The withdrawal of the 
large number of men now in the field from indus- 
trial pursuits leaves a paucity of numbers at 
home, thereby advancing wages and the cost of 
living, so that a bushel of corn,a pound of wool, 
a yard of cloth, ora ton of iron cannot now, even 
reducing the currency to a specie standard, be pro- 
duced at the same cost they were three years ago. 
With the tariff considerably increased, and even 
if we had no internal taxes to pay, our people will 
hardly find it less difficult to compete with foreign 
productions and manufactures than they did tn 
times of peace without any increase of the tariff. 
And when we impose a tax of five per cent. upon 
our manufactures and increase the tariff to the 
samc extent upon foreign manufactures, we leave 
them upon the same relative footing they were at 
the start, and neither has causes of complaint. 
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The only | 


ambition | have is to make such a statement of | 





| produced from the sugar-cane. From the latter 


be so regarded by foreign nations; but consider- 
ing the weights carried by our own people, other 


nations will still be able to continue the race with | 


us upon nearly-the same terms as heretofore. It 
may be said that duties upon imports are paid in 
specie while the internal tax is paid in currency, 


but it must be noted that the specie is paid on a | 


foreign specie valuation, while internal revenue is 
paid on the currency valuation which obtains here, 
and this very accurately equalizes the one with 
the other. By this adjustment we have it in our 
power to obtain five per cent. upon all foreign and 
domestic manufactures sold and consumed in the 
country without inflicting any other injury than 
the inereased cost to the consumer. ‘That this is 
an evil, especially so far as the ordinary neces- 
series of life are concerned, is cheerfully admitted. 
To some extent the consumption will be econo- 
mized and curtailed. I would gladly, if I knew 


how, at any time, and especially at this, do any- | 


thing by which the number of days’ labor re- 
quired by man to furnish himself and family with 
food and raiment should be diminished. But so 
far as the luxuries of life or the elegant or vulgar 


vices of habit, or the expensive and ornamental | 
follies of fashion are concerned, any tax upon them | 


or any reduction of such superfluous expendi- 
tures may be personal inconveniences, but in- 
stead of an evil it might prove at this time a great 


public blessing, and doubly so if the funds thus | 


saved can be made instrumental in the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion. This sort of ** baggage and 


champagne” should not incumber us in this cam- | 


paign. 

In the present exigency of the country, indi- 
viduals, as well as the Government, must recog- 
nize and obey the obligations of economy. The 
genius of war is not more a terrible‘scourge than 
a merciless spendthrift. The fighting armies, in 
the smoke and carnage of battle cannot know 
aught of economy; they have no time to count 
the cost; but those who have to support such 
armies must study that homely virtue, praised so 
much oftener than practiced, or wage short and 
little wars only. We have a great one on our 
hands. Theearth never trembled under a greater 
or one more bloody. The duration of the pres- 
ent contest into which we have been so cruelly 
plunged by rebel conspirators of thirty years’ 
standing cannot, in the light of all history, be 
foretold; yet, according to the modest but electric 


words of General Grant, he is to ‘* fight it out | 


on this line if it takes all summer;”’ and it may 
not be long before the stars and bars will give 
place everywhere to the stars and stripes, but we 
as prudent legislators must grapple with the pos- 
sible contingencies which may include a war of 
some years instead of months. I have no idea 
the war will be protracted by the people of the 
South one momentafter the rebel armies shall have 
been annihilated, but I do expect it to continue 
until that annihilation, utter annihilation takes 
place. 

The primary object of the present bill is to in- 
crease the revenue upon importations from abroad 
and at the same time shelter and nurse our domes- 
tic products, from which we draw much the largest 
amount of revenue, so that the aggregate amount 
shall not be diminished through the substitution 
of foreign articles for those which we have been 
accustomed to find at home. 

In making an estimate of the effect of such a 
war tariff as is now proposed, itis important that 
we should bear in mind that as we increase the 
cost of any article we diminish the number of 
those who will be able to consume it. In some 
cases this is to be regretted, but in the case of 
such articles as spirituous liquors, old wines, and 
cigars, it will not excite any particular lamenta- 
tion. The large tax imposed on domestic spirits, 
ale, and beer, compels us to place a still larger 
duty upon spirits, wines, ale, and beer of foreign 
production. Two dollars per gallon on spirits, 
and two dollars and a half upon brandy, and the 
heavy increase on wines will, beyond doubt, for 
a time reduce the consumption to some extent, 
but not so much as to prevent a considerable ad- 
ditional revenue from this source, and the addi- 
tional amount upon wines will be large. It is 
remarkable that our importations were as large 
last year, orabout four million gallons, as in 1860. 

The increase upon sugars is very slight, and 
might not perhaps have been increased at all but 


The vates proposed are high nominally, and may || for the heavy duty imposed upon native sugars 
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we shall obtain some increased revenue, but from 
the former not much addition to the revenue can 
reasonably be expected. I am free to say that I 
would have been willing both the internal tax and 
| the tariff should have been something lower, but 
if we maintain the rates fixed in the internal rev- 
enue bill, as this House has agreed, then tlre rates 
upon foreign sugars now proposed are no more 
than just. Upon molasses it is proposed to in- 
crease the duty one hundred per cent., or from 
six to twelve cents a gallon. The duty has been 
heretofore below that upon sugar in proportion 
to the saccharine matter contained therein, and this 
has operated rather to curtail the importa#on of 
sugar and to increase that of molasses. One hun- 
dred pounds of molasses is, theoretically, sup- 
feet to be equal to thirty-nine pounds of sugar. 
f this were practically true there would yet re- 
main a discrimination in favor of molasses suffi- 
ciently large to protect those engaged in the man- 
ufacture of sugar from molasses. If an equal ad 
|| vdlorem tax were levied it would bring the duty 
| on molasses somewhat higher; but this is an ar- 
| ticle consumed by persons of moderate cireum- 
stances and it is proper that an advantage should 
| be given in their favor. The present home value of 
| molasses is from seventy-five cents to one dollar 
| per gallon, or an average of eighty-seven and a 
half cents. An ad valorem duty of twenty per 
| cent. on the home valuation would give seventeen 
and a half cents per gallon. We propose twelve 
cents only. The present price of brown sugars 
is from fourteen to twenty cents per pound, or 
an average of seventeen cents. An ad valorem 
duty of twenty per cent. on the home valuation 
would be three cents and four mills per pound, 
We propose in the present bill three,(three and a 
half, and four cents per pound, according to grade 
and quality, or upon an average three cents and 
a half per pound. The present proposition ap- 
proaches more nearly to a refAtive equalization 
of the two articles, whether we consider the in- 
trinsic or market value, and will secure a large 
increase of revenue. But in making the calcula- 
tion I am free to say the cost of manufacturing 
sugar from molasses, about one cent per pound, 
and the tax of two and a half per cent. on sales 
was not considered, and therefore the duty should 
be made something lower than proposed. ‘The 
finances of few nations are found to be in such a 
condition as to enable them to forego duties on 
sugars. The consumption is large the world over, 
but larger in proportion to population in the Uni- 
ted States than in any other country. 











Pounds. 
| In 1860 we imported of sugar..... eovececess 694,879,785 
| In 1860 maple sugar produced..... ceccsccces 30,000,004 
300,000,000 








| In 1860 cane sugar, (Louisiana). .......+06. 
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Gallons. 
In 1860 we imported molasses... .........+++++30,922,603 
Tn 1860 molasses produced, (LOuisiana)....... .16,313,903 
In 1860 sorghum produced.........eeeeeeeeeeee 7,176,042 
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Supposing that four millions of this was dis- 
tilled in the manufacture of New England rum, 
it leaves for the consumption of the United States 
over a billion pounds of sugar and over fifty 
million gallons of molasses and sorghum. Brin 
the molasses into the equivalent of sugar, od 
the whole consumption of sugar would then be 
about thirty-five pounds per head, and, not count- 
ing slaves, over ony pounds per head. If we 
could collect all the duties proposed, internal du- 
ties included, we should obtain over thirty mil- 
lions of revenue upon sugar and molasses alone;. 
but about thirty per cent. should be deducted for 
the States over which we have no control. Af- 
ter due allowance for sorghum, maple sugar, and 
diminished consumption, the increased revenue 
cannot be less than $3,000,000. - 

The existing duty upon coffee of five cents per 
pound, considerin the unusual price it now bears 
in the countries of its growth, is thought to be 
quite large enough, especially if we pay a proper 
regard to the consumers, among whom the United 
States, in behalf of the soldiers, may be reck- 
oned as one of the chiefest. There is another 
article, whether used to adulterate coffee, agsome 
say, orto give it higher flavor, as others declare, 
which it has been considered legitimate to tax at 
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. amount now afloat should be withdrawn even at 
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the same rate as coffee, and therefore upon chic; 
cory, though a much. cheaper article, a duty is, 
proposed ef four cents in the root and five cents 
when burnt or ground. An. article, so largely 
used asa substitute for coffee it ig, quite 
should bear an equal tax, and if itis more health- 
ful, or has more delightful flavor, as 18 con- 
tended for by its commercial friends, such an 
equality in the eye of the law should meet with 
no objection, ve Jon 

It is most unfortunate that our currency is sub- 
ject to so great fluctuations,as the tendency is to 
draw even solid men into the arena of speculators 
where they may invest legal tenders in stocks or 
other property witha view toarise. This makes 
it for the interest of all peopeuy holders, and es- 
pecially large holders of merchandise, to depress 
the value of legal tenders. A decisive victory, 
whenever it comes, will prove a sharp remedy; 
butat present,as | profoundly believe, an equally 
heroic remedy would be to cease the fature issue 
of legal tenders, to cut that base, and, rely, ex- 
clusively on loans and the sale of United States 
stocks. As soonas our new internal revenue and 
tariff bills get into operation, even with the present 
rate of funding, it is true there will no longer be 
any necessity for a further issue of legal tenders 
of any description. 1 think some portion of the 


the first cost of teas in New York at $1 10 per pound. 
Their value then is from that sum to $1 40, say 


then, fifteen per cent. ad valorem when imported 
from the United States would be levied on ey Sap 
and is, eighteen cents and seven mills, making 
twenty-one cents and seven mills, When the same 
tea is Imported to Canada from Chinathe specific 
is. tH same, three cents, and the fifteen per cent. ad 
valorem is, on thirty-five cents, five cents and two 
mills, making eight cents and two mills; so that 
tea cannot be exported from the United States to 
Canada without paying about thirteen and a half 
cents more. than when it is brought there from 
China. “And this is the discrimination intended 
to practically exclude and does exclude us from 
their trade. 

No more has been proposed because, in pro- 
portion to its original cost, that is a high duty; 
more would be as likely to diminish as to increase 
the revenue, and with our people it has been an 
article of necessity which ‘‘ cheers but does not 
inebriate.”’ In times of peace teas have been ad- 
mitted free of duty, and we may hope for that 
time again, but notnow. We censume of green 
teas about 13,000,000 pounds, and of black about 
14,500,000 pounds, or in all 27,500,000 pounds. 
The actual importations of ‘1863 were 29,761,037 
pounds. The increased revenue from this source 
may be estimated at one and one fourth million 
dollars. 

One question has more perplexed the Congress 
of the United ‘States than almost any other that 
I am aware of, and that is the adjustment of the 
duties on wooland woolens so as to obtain revenue 
and at the same time to distribute justice to all 
parties. Some encouragement has been intended 
always to increase the production of wool, But 
up to 1860 the increase on the growth of wool 
was, less than the increase of almost,anything 
else of which the*census makesany return. From 
1850 to. 1860 the increase was less than ten mil- 
lion,.pounds, Population: increased thirty-five 
and wool only fifteen percent, The tariff of 1861 
was fatanded to obtain some revenue upon the 
importations of such wool as comes into compe- 
tition, with,American wools, To this end a duty 
of three cents per pound was placed on all wools 
costing between eighteen and twenty-four cents, 
and. nine cents per pound on all above twenty- 
four cents per pound, Wool below eighteen cents 
was intended to cover only coarse wools for car- 
pets, of which very little is grown here, and on 
this only five per cent, was placed. [then thought 
that the coarse wools should have been fixed be- 
low fifteen cents, but others thought differently, 
La fact, at that time all the woolen manufacturers, 
save one, that | knew, gave the tariff of 1861 the 
cold shoulder. It had very little support from 
them, although in the duties upon Woolens a spe- 
cific duty. upon the pound of woolen cloth was 
oiiaanie reckoning, two pounds of American 
wool as. equivalent, to one pound of cloth; and 
this was intended to cover and did cover all or 
nearly all the duties proposed on wool. The 
woolen manufacturing establishments have since 
prospered, ard I am rejoiced that they have pros- 
pered, ‘Be:ere this time their capital invested was 
not worth seventy-five cents on the dollar of first 
cost. Now they are generally worth par or a 
premium. We now manufacture many millions 
more of woolen goods than ever before, and our 
importations are at least cight to ten millions less, 
though, still very large. The wogl-grower has 
80 far prospered, also, as to increase the stock of 

rican-grown, wools more in three years than 
three decades before, and yet he has not kept 
eenenb the wauts of the woolen manufacturers. 
he clip of. wool for 1863. may be estimated at 
eighty to eighty-five million ipouniy and will not 
‘be(with the ten millions pro 
)-much less than one hundred millions for 
1864. There is mach of last year’s clip of wool 
now.on hand, unsold, and at a time when we can- 
notiafford to hoard.jt and send away gold to pay 
for foreign wool... This shows there 1s some de- 


the cost of higher rates of interest. This specu- 
lative fever enables all holders of merchandise, 
whether manufacturers or merchants, to realize 
larger prices, and larger profits than they could 
otherwise do. With the idea that merchandise 
is sure to rise, they advance prices and realize 
gains in advance. But it is so uncertain and fic- 
titious that even these would hail solidity and 
permanence of values as a great boon, 

It is also true that many large holders of mer- 
candise urge heavy additions to the duties upon 
certain articles and assume that they will be so 
laid to promote the interests of the public Treas- 
ury. aitians, whether currency goes up or 
not, or whether the tariff goes up er not, prices 
do go up/and all are on the alert to secure the 
profits based on prophecies destined not to come 
to pass. Men get drugged with these ideas and 
are powerless in the hands of skillful operators, 
But a combination takes place and high. prices 
arein the ascendant. The consumer, morejor less 
panic-stricken, forgetting that the entire wealth 
of the nation, earned and unearned, stands be- 
hind the United States legal tenders, easily be- 
comes a willing dupe and no longer. rejects any- 
thing in consequence of the price, if the seller 
will only accept of ‘*greenbacks’’ in pay ment for 
his commodities, I allude to this matietito show 
that it is not taxes or the tariff which so mach 
enhance prices. Druga, have begn affected in 
this way, spices to some extent, and. possibly 
teas—aflected’ by what it has, been boldly pro- 
claimed Congress would do. Itmay be said that 
it requires some boldness to say what Congress 
would not do, asthe times have seemed to require 
some exceptionable measures, or at least do not 
permit things.to remain in their former repose. 

The existing duties. upon teas of all kinds, and 
I speak without reference to the fifty percent. ad- 
dition recently made by the joint resolution,.is 
twenty cents per pound, Isis thought prices have 
already been advanced as farmathey can be sus- 
tained if waraise the duty, uponteas totwenty.-five 
cents per pound. Aithoughtmbtahtienly relevant 
eer will be on the second Tuesday of 

r, when the reciprocity treat in comes u 
I desire to show Poredinihotenstabenccenal hewmshe 
American tea trade with the British provinces now 
stands, as it will illustrate their system of Jey ying 
duties. ‘he Canadian tariff imposes on teas three 
cents per pound, and fifteen per cent, ad valorem 
at the port.or place whence last.imported. (Itis 
now somewhat changed by law of 1862.) 
teas cost about twenty-five cents and green teas. 

* sbout thirty-five cents per pound upon anaverage 
in China. The cost to importteas per pound, not 
including the-cost in China, is, with gold at 185, 

cents per hick brings 
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the manufacturer is in a better position than the 
wool-grower. This more clearly appears from 
the trade in woolss 

Pounds. 
Wool imported from abroad in 1863 was,... 2, 72,857,998 
Wool imported under the reciprocity treaty was 1,980,053 
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To this must be added the amount of waste or 
shoddy (in~18624t was 6,291,077 pounds,) esti- 
mated at 8,000,000 pounds, making 82,838,046 
pounds, or nearly as much as was raised in the 
United States tlie same year, which itmay bea lib- 
eral estimate to call 85,000,000 pounds, and this 
makes 167,838,046 pounds. 

The capacity of our woolen mills in 1860 did not 
exceed 100,000,000 pounds of wool, and the ad- 
dition of new machines and increased speed does 
not now probably go beyond 150,000,000 pounds, 
and they cannot be supposed to have actually 
worked up much over 140,000,000 pounds. Sup- 
posing there are 25,000,000 of loyul people to 
clothe, and that it requires four pounds of wool 
for each, it would amount, with the not less than 
40,000,000 pounds worked up into Army clotha, 
blankets, &c.,to 140,000,000 pounds manufactured 
in the United States. This would leave 20,000,000 
pounds or more of domestic wools of last year’s 
clip on hand to serve no other purpose than to de- 
press the price of this year’s clip. Ought such 
a state of facts to continue? 

Of the immense amount of imported* wools, 
(74,838,046 pounds,) almost equal to the whole 
clip of the United States, there was valued above 
eighteen cents only 7,617,861 pounds; leaving 
67,220,185 pounds—valued abroad upon en aver- 
age of seventeen cents per pound—which paida 
duty only of five per cent. less the free wool under 
the reciprocity treaty. 

I will give in tabular form the amount of wool 
and ehoheae domestic and foreign, consumed in 
the United States: 





Wool—Pounds, 
1840, 1850. 1860, 
United States.......+, 35,802,114 52,516,969 60,511,343 
TREIEE ora seceessect 15,006,410 18,669,794 34,586,657 
Total civssevescvas 50,808,524 71,186,763 95,098,000 
j Woolens. 
United States,,.. $20,696,999 $43,207,585 $68,865,963 
Imported..,.-... | 9,071,184 17,151,609 37,996,945 








Total,....,+» $29,768,083 $60,359,194 106,792,908 

The facts shown here are that our domestic 
wools had not doubled in twenty years, while the 
importation of foreign wools had more than 
doubled. Our woolen manufactures in the same 
time had more than trebled, and the importations 
of foreign woolens had more than quadrupled. 
This is far from creditable to uses a great nation. 
The market price of wool has advanced recently 
about six cents, per pound, or for gocd fleece wool 
to about eighty cents; but when reduced toa spe- 
cie standard by discounting the premium on gold, 
now at about ninety per cent., it brings the price 
down to less than it was at the depresses period 
of 1861, when, according to Mr. Livermore’s ( Bos- 
ton) tables, fine wool was selling at forty-four 
cents per pound, Under these circumstances the 
woolen manufacturers should be the first to ree- 
ognize, with their business so extended, with the 
high price of cotton and the multiform fabrics 
introduced for ladies’ and gentlemen’s summer 
wear, and not likely soon to go out of fashion, 
all requiring a very large stock of the raw mate- 
rial, that their business might be seriously em- 
barrassed and impertled by checking the growth 
of sheep in this coantry or compelling the wddl- 
| growerp'to take the prices for which wool can be 
| produced on the grassy but uncultivated plains 
| of Russia, South America, and Australia, or where 
they slaughter bullocks for their hides and horses 
for their tails. It is very clear they will not and 





> 


* The importations of wool in 1862 were 42,931,937 
pounds, of whieh 1,917,794 pounds eame in free under the 
reciprocity treaty, od 
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cannot afford to do it in the north, east, and mid- 
die States. It follows that the wool-grower must 
rely upon the American market solely for the sale 


for itthan for foreign wools, The adjustment must 
be meade unselfishly, for if too hard terme are im- 
posed upon the manufacturer by the wool-grower 


both fail together, and it were better at once to | 


cut the sheeps’ throats. 
The next question to settle ishow much, ifany, 
duty should be levied on the lowest cost wool. 
The value of wool imported in 
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And in 1863 the major part of it was from six- 
teen to seventeen cents per pound. From this it 
would seem that coarse wools might be obtained 
at twelve cents or under, and | am informed that 


even last year when the United States proved go | 


large a purchaser they were bought at cleven cents 
ov under. I do not think they are likely to rise, 
for if all the American wools are purchased, there 
must be lees competition abroad. Three cents per 
pound duty on these wools has been proposed, and 
the duties on coarse carpets aud blankets have 
been increased correspondingly. Ifthey have not, 
so far as Tam concerned | am willing they shall 
be. On wools above twelve and notover twenty- 


four cents, six cents per pound is proposed. This | 
willinclude most of the wools now brought from || 


abroad, and if reckoned as an ad valorem upon 
rixteen cents per pound, would be very, high. 
It is said that ttrequires four pounds of this wool 


to make a pound of cloth, or nearly twice as much | 


aa it does of washed American wools. If that be 
80, then the duty is equal to twelve cents per 
pound in specie on American wools, or, in cur- 
rency, about twenty cents per pound, And with 
two pounds of American wool or four pounds of 
foreign wool for a pound of cloth it would in- 
dicate a specific on cloth of twenty-four cents 
per pound. ‘To cover this it becomes necessary 
io place bigher duties on woolens, and twenty 
‘ents per pound is proposed, with thirty-five per 
ent. ad valorem for revenue purposes, and to cover 
ternal taxation on American manufactures when 
sold. ‘This is payable in specie. Twenty-four 
cents per pound is not proposed for the reason 
thatitis not supposed all foreign wools Will shrink 
so much as to require more than three and a quar- 
ter to three and a half pounds fora pound of cloth. 
I may be mistaken, and if so, then the duty per 
pound should be twenty-four cents, or the dut 
on wool should be reduced one cent per saad 
It must be remembered that we tax American 
manufacturers five per cent, on their sales, If 
prices advance the Government get so much the 
more. Fer instance, a carpet that sold for $1 50 
per yard in 1861 now sclis for $2 50,and of course 
mys a tax of twelve and a half cents per yard. 
Benides this, the duty now proposed on wool and 
that existing on the linen yarn forthe backs of car- 
ts is at least \wenty cents more, while carpets 
nave advanced abroad but very little. American 
manufacturers labor under another disadvantage. 
W hile they use the same machines, the same dyes, 
and work with equal skill, some purchasers give an 
insane preference for foreign goods to the extent 
often of ten or fifteen percent. In 1862 there were 
imported 559,928 yards ofcarpeting, and probably 
more in 1863. Such importations are not likel 
to cease. As fine or high-priced woolen goods 
are generally light, it is proposed to add five per 
eent. more upon goods weighing less than ten 
ounces to the square yard and upon those cost- 
ing over two dollars per square yard. This is 
needed for protection, and it is also needed in 
order that we may tax fine goods more than we 
do coarse. The protection now afforded to wool 
will increase its price, but it may be only for a 
short time. The main purpose is revenue, but 
ite’ result will be protection. Protection was 
never defended on any other ground than that in 
the end the consumer abtainel bis supplies more 
cheaply. The inevitable effect must be to stimu- 
late production, and as wool can be grown. in 
every State of the Union, it will be increased 
most where it can be raised cheapest. It may be 
raised in weetern States (and especially in Cali- 
fornia, where the sheep breed twice a year) for 
ene half what it costs in Vermont, New York, 
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or Ohio; and such States as the latter will in the 


'| Virginia clings to slavery, in order to supply 
of his wool, and the manufacturer must pay more | 


| a few years the production of wool ought to ex- 


|| for exportation no other policy can be maintained. 
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‘| ton is also taxed two cents per pound, which 


|| of worsted or stuff goods upon which only a small 
| amount of revenue was derived. 





GLOBE: | . 


skill will be developed as will supply at least our 
own market and perhaps something over with 
steel unsurpassed in quality or cheapness. It 
will be seen that the new duty on this article, be- 
ing made from iron already once taxed, should 
be made to cover the new internal duties both on 
iron and steel. This has been proposed and not 
ungrudgingly, though the whole duty is less than 
upon most other manufactured articles, but prop- 
erly so, as it is in some sense a raw material or 
used extensively in the manufacture of many 
other articles. 

The comfhittee have not recommended ‘any 
change in the duties on sult for the reason that 
present cost and prices have been very largely in- 
crensed the past year, and they have felt unwill- 
ing to advance the tax further upon an article of 
such prime necessity. The duties upon the for- 
eign article, in bulk, are eighteen cents per hun- 
dred pounds, or twenty-four eents m bags. This 
is a very large per cent. on the foreign cost, as it 
is parchased by the ton at a price not exceeding 
what we sometimes pay here for a barrel. But 
American made salt is much the purest. 

The ee protest against any further ad- 
vance,and say that American salt is now driving 
all other salt out ofthe market. In 1857 we im- 
ported 17,165,704 bushels, and there has been no 
other year when we have imported so much. The 
imports for the year 1863 were 10,700,189 bushels. 
The salt boilers in some parts of the country 
represent, and I think traly, that their coal now 
costs six cents per bushel instead of three, that 
labor costs $1 50 per day instead of $1, that bar- 
rels cost forty cents instead of twenty cents, and 
that their profits, always moderate, are now, af- 
ter being taxed, so reduced that they must close 
up their establishments unless the tariff ts slighuly 
increased. For such an article we really ought 
not to be dependent on foreign nations, especially 
should a foreign war ever arise. he annual 

roduction of the country in 1860 was 12,190,253 
ushels, and may be now about as follows: 






























end abandon the business, or clog to it only as 


stock for richer soils. If these rates continue but 
ceed the consumption of the country, and then it 
will again come into competition with the wools 
from abroad. 

I know sound policy dictates that for proper 
encouragement of manufacturers allraw materials 
shoulé be free, and where nations manufacture 


This accounts for the course of France and Eng- 
land upon this subject. They export largely,'we 
do not. Many excellent legislators and eyen 
wool-growers (as the late consul Jarvis‘of Ver- 
mont) have argued that the only way to protect 
wool was by encouraging American manufac- 
turers. But until we-reach the point of supply for 
our own country, | do not see why encourage- 
ment may not be given to the wool-grower as well 
as the manufacturer. 

The tariff of 1861 upon cotton goods was based 
upon the idea, then true, that fine, light goods cost 
more than coarse and heavy. But now the high 
price of cotton makes coarse and heavy goods often 
the dearest. Then aduty of one cent was placed 
upon ordinary cottor-shectings though none could 
ve imported, and they were worth from eight to 
ten cents per yard. Now they sell at forty-five 
cents per yard and we place a tax upon them of 
five per cent. ad‘valorem, or two cents and two 
mills per yard, and it must be noted the raw cot- 


makes nearly.one cent more per yard. Self-pres- 
ervation, therefore, requires very much higher 
rates in the tariff on all cotton goods. 

We imported last year forty-nine million yards 


In order to se- 
cure a more liberel and certain amount on such of 
these as are dress goods, which most of them are, 
a sinall square-yard duty has been proposed in 


addition to an ad valorem. Bushels. 
Drugs and preparations composed in part of || New York.........ssesesesees os edbe’s beitvevedt 8,000,009 
alcohol, as far as the Committee of Ways and Michigan, Llinois, and other western States.... 1,509 009 
’ Pennsylvania, .........0+++« Lewr eewn -Ge oceseeee 1,000,000 


Means hitve been able to obtain accurate inform+ 
ation, have been raised to meet the increased cost 
of alcohol. If Congress were to allow experts to 
be summoned here to give sworn testimdny on 
subjects like this and many other subjects re- 
quiring special knowledge, according to the prac- 
tice of the British Parliament, not leaving it all to 
self-constituted experts, who come at their own 
exfense, it would be a great improvement upon 
the present laborious and not entirely satisfac- 
tory mode by which imformation  percolates 
through committees to this House upon such sub- 
jects as the tariff. 

In adjusting the tariff apon iron the principle 
has been to give an increase apon the tariff of 
1861 equal to the internal duties. In some special 
descriptions the figures ‘go slightly beyond this 
point, as in the case of thin hoop and band iron, 
and also in the very small or very large sizes of 
iron, because, in the first place, the revenue will 
not be diminished, and in the second place it more 
justly applies a eran to the value or 
Sibok represented. The duty on locomotive tire 
and cables is also advanced for the reason that it 
requires the highest quality of metal for such ar- 
ticles, and the quantity produced here of citheris 
limited. The difficulty of obtaining workmen, 
even with advanced wages, and time reduced, has 
largely increased the cost of iron, but this re- 
vents any great addition to the home competition 
from the opening of ‘new mines, furnacesy or 
forges, or from increasing the force at presentem- 

loyed in the old, even though it is conceded the 
bast ness has been unprecedentedly prosperous. 
With the enormous demand of the Government 
for iron, and with some protection against the in- 
flux of unlimited importations, the trade could 
not be otherwise than prosperous. We shall not 
now import as much iron ander the present bill, 
but we shall, [ think, get a little more revenue. 

With all the facilities for its manufacture it is 
strange that until recently we never made much 
headway in the manufacture of steel. Sincethe 
tariff of 1861, when for the first time it obtained 
a little more than one half of the dutieslevied:on 
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This leaves out Virginia, where two million 
bushels were formerly made annually. “Phis pay 
be « liberal ‘estitnate for all but New York; but 
the amount will not vary much from this. On the 
whole, as we have increased the internal duty on 
salt to six cents per hundred pounds, though 
the duty placed upon foreign salt was raised that 
amount last year, the present status might not be 
much changed if the House should conclude to 
add to the duties on foreign importations two cents 
per one hundred pounds. 

The daties proposed on silks are largely in- 
creased. Notwithstanding we manufacture sev- 
eral miltions of these goods, (sewing silks, rib- 
bors, and trimmings,) we imported thirteen mil- 
lions last yeag; and it will be conceded that those 
who now consume silks and velvets can readily 
afford to pay the increased duties. 

There is nothing else in the bill which may not 
be explained in the five minutes’ debate. | estimate 
that the present bill will increase the revenuc not 
less than fifteen millions, and possibly more. 

The Committee of Ways and Means, in pro- 
posing the present bill, have not seen fit to recom- 
mend extravagant or prohibitory duties, for the 
most cogent reasons. The Government seeks 
revenue, and: such duties would defeat that ob- 
ject.. With the home taxation, now unavuidable, 
we are forced to levy far higher duties than usual 
henge wees “ iadtetry nade ae may ts 

sa at we may a roper 
stimulate the productive energies of the ahlion ib 
create that wealth of which we daily use and de- 
‘stroy so much. But to Gerbemnee this point for 
‘the mere benefit of those with large stocks on 
hand, or to create higher prices where prices are 
‘already high enough, would beattended with great 
ewe should advance prices upon the con- 
‘sumer 80. as to create discontent among the 
people, and withno benefit tothe Treasury. Ab- 
solute prohibition would be better than a policy” 


iron, its has been satisfactory, and the || which continued..a tariff upon foreign importa- 
American uct has at least been dou It ||. tions, but atso-high a point as to relieve manufac- 
may be ipated that at no remote period such || tuves from all check and all competition, When 
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the profits of any business are suddenly increased, 
new and inexperienced men rush in, and in a short 
period create the severest competition which trade 
and manufactures ever have to encounter. At 
this time it would not be wise to encourage more 
men to adventure upon new enterprises than the 
country will be able to sustain at the close of he 
war, as whenever that comes, as come it must, a 

crisis will be upon us for which prudent men 
should set their houses in order, 

It.is not expected that any tariff law can be 
made perfect; Cee there are not probably more 
imperfectiona iu the present bill than are incident 
to all such measures; and these may be removed 
in its progress through the House. This is in- 
tented ae a war measure, a temporary measure, 
and we must as such give it our support. 

I believe the country as a whole will approve 
of the moderate course we have here proposed. 
So far as the bill goes, or the articles therein em- 
braced are concerned, the bill is an entirety and 
complete in itself; and all other articles not em- 
braced will, afier the Ist of July next, be subject 
to the same duties which were in force prior to 
the passage of the late joint resolution increasing 
the duties fifty per cent. 

Whatever there is wrong about the bill I trust 
the House will correct, But let us pass it speed- 
ily. Every day’s delay in the passage of this 
and the internal revenue bill costs the Treasury 
not less than $500,000. Let me then invoke the 
earnest and unremitting attention of this House 
to the only measures, on our part, which can 
directly sustain the eredit of the Government. 
While some other nations would seize the op- 
portunity to profit by our nmsfortunes, let us 
watchful to do what is right toward all. the in- 
terests of our country, oppressing none, and pee- 
ferring them now and forever to all others. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, the honorable gen- 
tleman [Mr. Morritx] who reported this bill has 
just assured us that itis only a war measure of 
temporary duration. Feeling the necessity. of 
apologizing for the bill, which is an aggravation 
of the tariff of 1862, the gentleman terms it. a.war 
measure. If it were not that we are already im- 
mersed ina war whose excitements are so absorb- 
ing that no ume is left for reflection upon other 
subjects of peliay, this tariff mignt well be called 
a war measure. Lts oppressive character isenorm- 
ous enoug!r to produce revolution, 

On the 25th of February, 1861, 1 Game to this 
House from a sick-bed to protest against the tariff 
belthen pending. 1 denouncediit as a great fiscal 
tyranny, & mountainous burden on the West. 
Wile favoring a revenue tariff to meet our then 
small expenditures, L. opposed. bounties, special 
ad vantages, and class legislation., I showed that 
the bill.as then vesigned raised bounties from the 
consumers*of the West and South, to be paid to 
the iren-masters of Pennsylvavia and the manu- 
facturers of New England. That bill was urged 
as a measure of protection, protection ta, western 
interests. 1 then said ‘* that the West could take 
care of itself, tis rich by nature in its resources; 
and if the people of Pennsylvania cannot live by 
working their, forges, with their own natural re- 
sources; and if the people of New England can- 
aot live by working their spindles, with their na- 
tive ingenuity, without the aid of other classes of 
industry and the bounty of the Government, let 
them move to the West, and there the God of na- 
ture will protect them. in the cultivation of the soil 
if they have the industry.to work and the frugal- 
ity to save.”’ : fyb 

Since then, sir, that. tariff so, burdensome has 
beeu enormously, increased. Our debt, then 380 
small, being only $67 91, with an imerestof, 
ouly about fear millions, was, on the 15th day of 
March, 1864, $1,580,201,744, On.that day we 
had apaper currency, ineluding certificates of in- 
debtedness, amounting. to $779,683 -) Since: 
then these sums have been inereased,, Figures fail 
lo express the magnitude of our bardens.and lia- 
bilities. Nor dot intend to complain of them 
now. The war has brought them... Neither will 
I discuss now who are responsible for either the 
war er is incidents. _[ accept the existing facts. 
Having voted against the high tariffs, the paper 
system, and the whole scheme of finance in all 
us stages, 1 am not. i i 
theiz existenee, V 
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we are striving to meet this.enormous outlay by 
the tax bill, which is to raise $200,000,000 per 
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currency of England isseventy-four percent. In 


year, and the tariff, which will meet. perhaps || other words, it takes $174 0f United States. depre- 


$50,000,000 more. 

L-de not oppose the raising of these sums. The 
credit of the Government demands.it.. I accept 
events, but I do not accept every plan to raise 
these sums, nor any plan because propased by the 
dominant party or its committees in thia House, 
We have no business here as Representatives if 
we do not question every plan, especially if it af- 
fects unfairly our own State or constituents. I 
am not a Representative, but aslave, if 1 yield to 
the clamor of one section or class for benefits 
which affect unjustly another section or class. 
I do not represent the rich, they can take care of 
themselves; nor the poor altogether; but a prin- 
ciple which requires that taxation shall fall equally 
on all; that the benefits of legislation shall not 
inure to one class, and its burdens be laid upon 
another. I propose to prove that this is the ef- 
fect of the existing and proposed legislation. 

By the joint resolution passed a few weeks ago, 
we increased the tariff rates of 1862 fifty per cent. 
The present bill, while repealing that resolution 
after the Ist of July, does not lessen but increases 
largely the same rates. Jt adds to them, on most 
articles, the amount of the internal tax. Thedu- 
ties are paid in gold. This adds the premium of 
gold to the tariff rates. So that in considering 
the effect of these measures I must consider them 
as affected by the paper money which has been 
showered upon the country with such prodigality. 

What, then, are the benefits aceruing to the man- 
ufacturing classes, and the burdens imposed upon 
the agricultural and consuming classes, by the 
present tariff system and a depreciated paper cur- 
rency? What, particularly, are their operations 
upon the industrig] interests of New England and 
the western States as contrasted ? 5 

Before resorting to an arithmetical demonstra- 
tion to show the effects of the tariff and ** green- 
back”? systems combined, I propose a few self- 
evident propositions as the basis of my calcula- 
tions. i 

1. In the commercial transactions between two 
foreign’ countries, in fact all countries, the basis 
of exchange must be specie, and the currency of 
the countries must be reduced to their par values. 

Atpresent the gold currency of the United Stateg 


‘contains more alloy than thatof Great Britain, the 


difference in their values being about nine cents 
on a dollar; eight and three quarters according to 
Tate’s Cambist. This rate varies in actual com- 
mercial. transactions according to the demand and 
supply of exchange. ‘Therefore, in order to equal- 
ize the gold currencies of the two coutttrics, it is 
necessary to add pense quarters per cent. 
to each American dollar. This will make it-equal 
in value to a dallar of the same weight in the gold 
currency of England. In other words, the mer- 
chant m-New York who would pay $l to the 
merchant in Liverpool must send him ¢} 08} of 
our gold. The exchange on England generally 
ranges above this rate. Itdepends upon demand 
and supply, and the freight and risk of transport- 
ing specie. ; 

2. If the curreney of one country is a depre- 
ciated paper currency, and of the other specie, 
the rate of exchange is according to the ja 
ciation of the paper currency of one country and 
the gold or standard specie currency of the other. 
For example, the United States. paper currency 
as compared with United States gold, the latter 
being, to say tlie least, at a premium of sixty per 


cent., taking the average of the past year, is de- 


preciated thitty-seven and a half per cent. That 
is, it takés $1 60 of the United States paper to 
buy $1 of United States gold; that is to say, $1 in 
United States paper is worth only sixty-two and 
a half cents in United States gold, 

Now, in order to pay $1 in Eivetpsol in United 
States paper at the above rate of depreciation, 
namely, in the ratio of $1 60 for $1, it would re- 
quire $1] 74. ‘To the demonstration: 

$1 083 of American gold is equal to $1 of Englisi: gold. 


60 rate of depreciation of American paper as com- 
pared with American gold. 


Therefore the rate of exchange between the pa- 


' 
| 


1 
if 


| ciated paper in New York to pay $100 in Liver- 


pool, 


And this result corresponds with the actual mar- 
ket prices of gold and exchange. I seein the steck 
market of Boston, as reported in the Boston Cou- 
rieron February 29, 1864, that gold was quoted at 
$1 58] to $1 59, and exchange on England, aixty 
days to run, at 73 and 74. 

r. PRUYN. Exchange is more than that 
now. It is a dollar. 
_ Mr. COX. Of course, if gold is at ninety, as. 
it is now, the price of exchange rises in the ratio 
of its increase. Therefore, in order to buy $100 
worth of gold in England the American merchant 
must pay $174 in the depreciated paper currenoy 
ri me United States when gold is quoted only at 

Ww. 


When he brings that $100 worth of goods to , 


this country, in order to reimburse himself he 
must sell it for $174 of our currency with freight 
and duty superadded. 

The Government requires that these duties shall 
be paid in gold. The importing merchant, there- 
fore, must purchase the gold with depreciated 
paper, paying for it the market premium. 

“or instance, if the duty on the merchandise is 
40 per cent. ad valorem, or $40 on each 9100 of 
value imported, he must add 60 per cent. to the 
$40, which is equal to $24, That sum added to the 
$40 is equal to $64. Thus,in order to pay a specie 
duty of 40 per cent. on $100 of merchandise, the 
merchant must pay in paper, depreciated with ra- 
tio of $160 to $100, a duty of or 64 per cent. 
To which isto be added the increased duty of 50 
per cent. on the former rates, under the recent 
joint resolution, which would add $20 more to the 
cost; but as that, too, has to be paid in gold and 
the gold purehased, there would be $12 more to 
be added, making $32. 

Now, let me demonstrate what it will cost in 
United States paper, depreciated only in the ratio 
of $160 to $100, to import merehandise cosung 
$100 in England: ” 

Pinte Otitten nnwe gobccs cece tesdbamies se cotnee cose zeoese #100 
Difference Of Cxchange.....sccececerersererenaeeens ‘ 
Duty of 40 por cent., exchanged to paper 


Filty per cent. additional duty reeently put on, ex 
changed to paper 


Actual cost, exclusive of freight and other charges . 
Deduct first cost a 


Leaving additional cost in consequence of exchange, 
duties, and paper money, 


Thus the consumers, in consequence of the de- 
preciation of paper money and the duties payable 
in gold, have to pay $270; or 170 per cent, in ad- 
WMtion to the cost for every $100 worth of goods 
imported from England into this country. ‘I'o 
this is to be added the freightand charges,and at 
least 10 per cent, profits to the importer. 

4. The elements of cost, therefore, upon mers 
chandise imported from foreign countries into the 
United States, are: 1, the firstcostabroad; 2, dif- 
ference of exchange; 3, duty; 4, freight, imsur- 
ance, aud other charges of importation; and, 5, 
the importer’s profits on all the preceding ite ms, 
which we reckon at 10 per cent. 

5. At this foint of cost the imported article 
comes in campetilion with the corresponding arti- 
cle of the home manufacturer in the American 
market. And the aggregate of the items above 
mentioned constitute the protection or bounty 
which the tariff system gives to the manufacturer. 
The consumers of the domestic article, of course, 
pay this bounty to the manufacturer. This is 
now_reduced to an axiom in political economy. 
It is as clear as the proposition that the object of 
a tariff for protection is to increase the price of 
the article. If this were not the case who would 
care for protective boanties? Not the manufac- 
turorpepetainly. If not he, who then? 

6. Thus the system taxes the labor and capital 
employed in one class of industrial interests for 
the benefit of the labor and capital employed in 
another class of industrial interests. 


BOUNTIES ON JRON. 


In order to demonstrate by facts and figures the 
truth of the foregoing propositions | propose to 
take three descriptions of iron, namely: pig, rail- 
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road, and bar, ehowing the quantities imported, 
the cost in England, and the cost in this country 
in depreciated paper, with duties, freight, and 
itmporter’s profits superadded. I[ omit insurance 
and other minor charges of importation. I take 
the importations of 1861 as the basis of my cal- 
culations, because I have nov at hand the impor- 
tations of later years. ‘The principles upon which 
the demonstrations are made apply to the impor- 
tation of all years. My caledlations are also based 
upon gold at the rate of $160 in the depreciated 
paper currency of the United States. The rates 
of duty are those of the tariff of 1862, without 
adding thereto the 50 per cent. on those rates of 
the recent law, and without adding the increase 
proposed by the present bill. I take these dif- 
ferent kinds of iron because the specific duty re- 
quired to be-paid upon each of them can easily be 
reduced to the ed valoremstandard. Also, forthe 
purpose of economizing in figures, I will call the 
rate ofexchange between England and this coun- 
try 70 percent. instead of 74, which will be more 
favorable to the manufacturer. - 

Pig iron.—Quantity imported in 1861, 39,538} 
tons, cost $)4 per ton; duty $6 per ton, or 43 per 
cent. ad valorem, equal to 68 per cent. in paper 
money. 

Cost in England. ...... 000 ---sceceseenseevenes Q542,952 
Difference of exchange at 70 per cent.....6..-+6+ 380,066 
Duty 43 per cent. in gold, 68 per cent. in paper... 369,207 
Freight at 85 per lotticsscesescee cesses Rood cacece 236 231 
Importer’s profit 10 per cent, on first cost, ex- 

change, duty, and freight..ccey.ssseeseeeees 156,845 





@ 1,685,301 


Thus, when this quantity of iron, with its ori- 
ginal cost, difference of exchange, freight, and 
duties paid, is offered jn the market of the United 
States 1 costs $1,685,30). At that point it comes 
in competion with the product of she home man- 


ufactus oy eto ret his protection, or bounty, | 


is the difference between the first cost and the cost 


when the foreign iron enters into competition with | 


him in the home market. 
Let us see what that protection or bounty is: 


From cost In our market.......0.0ssecebeenes $1,685,301 
Deduct first cost in England........csseeseeeeees 542,952 


Leaving a bounty on same quantity to the hofye 
manutnerurer Of, 0... eeee ap bebpateniney® bar 191,142,349 
or 210 per cent. 
Same calculation on a specie basis: 





Cost of pig iron imported in 1861........ +500. 952 
Difference of exchange at 9 per cent.........-. 48,865 
Duty at 43 per CONtw acess cecvececeses cues «ows, 233,409 
Freight at $6 per ton...cerccensecccevee execs 236,231 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cent........-.00 0008 106,151 





$1,167,608 





At this point of cost, it comes in competitio, 
in out market with the article produced by he 
home manfacturer. 


From ité cost in our market....... San vene eneell $1,167,608 
Deduct original cout ubroad..... 4.0.6.6... 006 542,952 





624,656 
or 115 per cent. 


Railroad iron.—Quantity imported in 1861, 
63,140 8-20 tons; cost, $1,858,979, or $29 44 per 
ton, Duty,$15 50. per ton; or, 46 per cent. ad 
valorem, nearly of, equal to 73 per cent, paper 
money. 


Cosi. in Eugiand.... SOPRA eek ee Come eneeee y+ + $1,858,979 
Difference of exchange, 70 percent... +. «ere + 1901,285 


Duty, 46 per cent. gold; 73 per cent. Teese 1,357,054 
Freigit, at @6 per Sn . Y. bets : + 060% oe * Pe oses Seed 
Importer’s profits on first cost, exchange, duties, 

and freight, at 10 per cemteccssecccsssctcecee. 489,615 


@5,385,773 





At this point of its cost Itcomes in competition 
with the home manufacturer in our market. 
From cost dn our BOAO lnd on cone ne co ee ++ «+5)985,773 
Deduct frat cost in Si ctitetainterneene 1,858, 


ee 


or 199 per cent, et 


Same calculation on a specie basis: 
Amoont of railroad tron imported In 1861.......@1 
Difference of exchange at 9 Soredenbesic i Saale i 
Duty at 46 per Cent... ....ccceccevereaceceesss 885,190 


Freight at $6. per totic. ...6...cccecsceucecccece 
Importer’s profits ai 10 por cant. cers owe ee ee 329,025 


i 


li 


i 


At this point of its cost, it comes in competition 
with the product of the home manufacturer. 





Prom its cost in our market. ...........0sceee $3,619,282 
Deduct first costabroad..... 4 peesee covdéesvesde Ageeewee 
or 94 per cent. $1,760,203 


Bar Iron.—Quantity imported in 1861, 83,984 
|| 7-20 tons; cost in England $3,356,300, or $40 per 
|| ton. Duty $17 or 42} per cent., ad valorem, 
|| equal to 67 per cent. in paper money. 
| Coat in England... ....6....6+ 00-00. - see ees s ce QOaee: 
| 
| 


300 

Differenee of exchange at 70 percent......+.. ++ 2,349,100 
Duty, 42 per cent., gold; 67 per,cent., paper....-2.248,721 
Freight at $6 per tow.....--ercseess ro eenoe ersese 303,904 


Liporter’s profits on first cost, difference of ex- 
change, duty, and freight, at 10 percent...... 845,833 


1 
$9,303,858 
At this point of its cost it comes in competition 
with the article of the home manufacturer, 
From cost in our market. .....5.seseeeeeesseees $9,303,858 
Deduct first cost in England.........-.--seeeees 3,356 ,300 
or’ 170 per cent. ‘ ; } ont 
Same calculation on a specie basis: 
Amount of bar iron imported in 1861........- « » 93,356 300 
Difference of exchange at 9 percent.../..-...+. 302, 
Duty at 42 per CONE. ....ccceeceetew enews secvee 1,409,646 
Freight at 86 per tOM...ses cecvcses caceesces oes. ae 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cemt....+.++. evegces  OdlslUL 


86,129,108 


At this point of its cost. it comes into compe- 
tition with the product of the home manufacturer. 


From its coat inour market...++...¢++s.++00 §6,129,108 
Deduct Cost abroad..cscesssececscesesceccees Qydoe 





























Leaving a bounty to home manufacture, of, .. $2,772,808 
or 80 per cent. 

Thus under the present sy8tem of depreciated 
paper money and the existing tariff it costs the peo- 
ple of the United States: 

To pay for $542,952 of pig iron,......... $1,685,301 








To pay for 1,858,979 of railroad iron......° 5,385,773 
To pay for 3,356,300 of bar iron.........+ 9,303,858 
-_-__oe Co 

On the whole 5,758,231. .isseeseeeevee menpaies 16,374,932 
_ 5,758,231 

Leaving s «os s.ee aes douldb obded cdccpbiess a=« $10,616,701 


profits or bounties on the same quantities pro- 
duced by the home manufacturet, or nearly 200 
rcent.! 

After all expenses of importation are added, 
the cost in the wholesale murket of the different 
kinds of iron would be as follows: Pig iron, 
39,538 tons, $1,685,301; equal to $46 17 per ton. 
Railroad iron, 63,140 tons, $5,385,773; equal to 
$55 85 per ton. Bar iron, 83,984 tons, $9,303,858; 
equal to $110 78 per ton. 

Below | give the quotations in the Boston 
wholesale market, reported in the Bosten‘Courier 
of March 7, 1864. In that paper of the same 
date gold is quoted at 1583 to 169; exchange on 
England, sixty days, 73 to 74: . 

“English common, $110 to $115; English refined, $120 
to $125; lish sheet, 7 to &} cents; Russia sheet, 214 
to 25 cents; Jarisherrie, $50 to $52; No. 1, other brands, 
$50 to $52; American No. 1, $48 to $50.” 

Thus showing that my calculations are correct, 

Whole quantity of pig iron produced in the 
United States in 1860 is 884,474 tons. Value of 
884,474 tons of pig iron at $14 per ton, the cost 
in England is $12,382,636. 

Value of the same in our market, at §46 17 


1s 910.735, 164 
Deduct cost in Bnglands.so.scessvessensccees 22,389,638 


Leaving.«+++s Tevanshaopernec ene eetere oe» eG28,352,528 
bounty tothe home manufacturer, in consequence 
of the difference of exchange and daty, freight, 
and importer’s profits, or more than 200 per cent. 

Whele quantity of bar.and rolled dron pro- 
duced in the United States in 1860 is 406,298 tons. 
Cost in England of bar TOM so csevcess ThE re teres $40 00 

“ “ of rolled 





44 
e- . _—_—— 


Average COSt.....5s«%, eatase ore SCPE R Chee eee $34 72 


406,298 tons at $34 72 is $14,106,666. 
Average value in our market: 

TE keine 06 boss Gavegett tgs82 0000s 80a eee eee e1l0 78 
DAD. 1. cose dn abbe Se Ua8ebenekees one 55 85 


Se 
Average value,.,..+++: sreetaersrerseeesenees — QESGL 


Value of 406,298 tons of bar and rolled iron in 
our market, at $83 31 per ton, is $33,848,686. 
WHO wevecctce « deced coos rathep se Uae ks nha $33,848 686 
Deduct......s0+- eesees Co dedevecese sees shane 14,106,666 

Leaving eeeeeeee asian andleiats COCO eee ee eee $19,742,020 
bounty to the home manufacturer, or nearly 150 


per cent. 

Recapitulation . 
Foreign manufacture. Tons —— oes 
Pig iron imported..... 


1,858,979 5,385,773 
3/356 9,303,858 


§186 ,662 $5,758,231 $16,374,932 


in 

$99,538 $542,952 $1,685,301 
Railroad iron imported, 63,140 

Bar iron imported..;.. 83,984 300 











“alued in 

Domestic manufacture. Tons. Valued our market 
at $14. _— at $46 17. 

Pig iron....¢......... 884,474 912,382,636 40,735,164 


Valued at Valued ht 
: $34 72. ; 
Barand rofed iron.... 406,298 14,106,666 33,848,686 


1,290,772 26,489,302 74,583,850 
—= = «(Me 


$48,094,548 








Thus the cost of importation, namely, the first 
cost in England, difference of exchange, freight, 
and duties, reduced to the paper standard, and 
profits of importers, enables the home manufac- 
turer to realize $48,094,548 on a manufacture of 
$26,489,302, or 180 per cent. ! - 

In these calculations I have embraced only three 
descriptions of iron.» The importation of iron in 
all forms amounts ‘to millions in value more, 
which comes in competition with the home man- 
ufacture of similar description of articles. Thus 
my calculation fails to give all the enormous profits 
realized by the home manufacturer on the article 
of iron. 

In order to pay those exorbitant profits to the 
iron manufacturers, labor and capital employed 
in other pursuits of industry must necessarily be 
taxed ini corresponding proportion. 

** But we must have revenues. The war must 
not suffer for the want of money,” says some 
one with more zeal than reflection. Now, will 
some adept in figures please inform me what pro- 
portion of this immense sum of $48,094,548 real- 
ized by the home 'menufacturer on iron goes into 
the Treasury to support the war and pay the ex- 
penises of the Government?) The whole revenue 
of the tariff on all articles is not much greater. 
The truth is, the revenue is not only lessened, the 
Treasury defrauded, and the people deluded by 
this clamor for bounties, but, by oppressive and 
oo discrimination,.one class waxes fat and 
rich out of the labor and means of another. 

If, then, this amount does not go for revenue, 
but is for most: patt a bounty paid to the many- 
facturer by every-consumer of iron in all its mani- 
fold shapes and uses, how can an increase of the 
duties on iron as proposed by the bill now before 
the House, be justified? On pigiron alone the 
duty is inereased by this bill from six to nine dol- 
lars per ton; on railroad iron nearly in the same 
ratio, and on bar iron much more; and still the 
iron masters clamorformore. Does their clamor 

roceed on the principle laid re Dr. Way- 

and—Political Economy, page 147—that * when 
once a duty is imposed for the protection of a par- 
ticular branch of manufactures it is not long be- 
fore home competition begins, ruin threatens, aid 
a larger protective duty is demanded?’’ Or is it 
because these iron cormorants, having tasted the 
sweets of inordifiate gain, place no limit upon their 
insane greed? ‘If I fix the price of gold at 
190 instead of 160, if I should add'the recent 50 per 
cent, inerease of the tariff t6 this protective bounty, 
or thei ne by the present bill, | would 
be justified the average tax which the con- 
to the manufacturer at over 200 per 
ls of iron! Nor would our people 
then wonder that whereas they once bought all ar- 
ticles into which iron enter &t wnpaes these ' 
articles are how enormously enh iwprice. Of 
course such articles as are increased in price by 
the increased value of the labor put on them, and - 
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double. So with plows. A hoe that formerly cost 
but thirty-seven and a half cents, now costs over 
a dollar. Articles into which less labor and more 
iron enters are greater still in the ratio of in- 
crease. A keg of nails which in 1860 cost but 
10, now brings over $7! Every article of iron 
rom a bodkin to a boiler, from an anvil to an en- 
ine, from a buckle to a buggy spring, from a 
ammer to a harrow-tooth, from a wood screw to 
a woman’s hoop, from a steel shirt collar to an 
iron steamship, all pay their tribute to the iron- 
makers of the United States, and particularly of 
Pennsylvania, who, as the annexed table will 


assume that the duties on cotton goods when re- 
duced to the ad valorem standard would be 35 per 
cent., the ordinary ad valorem duty, when that 
form of duty is used, under the tariff of 1862 and 
the bill before the House. Upon this basis the 
following calculations are made: 

Amount of cotton goods imported in 1861, 
$24,647,648; duty, according to the ad valorem 
standard, 35 per cent. payable in gold, equal to 56 

r cent. in the paper currency of the United 

tates: 


Cost in countries whence imported ....... +> $24,647,648 
Difference of exchange at 70 per cént....,.. eae = 17,253,35 











































































Duty at 56 per cent.........ccccsscsccccncees 13,008 
show, manufacture nearly three fourths of the Tenetrier's hood ,802,¢ 
—: 2 ; ts at 10 per Cent..cesveccsenses 5,570,369 
iron of the United States: - P PEM a FIO. Davia 
Tons of Iron produced in the United States 7 Y $61,274,049 
“a! « other rolled. At this point of their cost, the imported cotton 
ie Hemrapice Gah Foemesteees- ise R goods come in competition with the products of 
Massachusetts v.reeersssrrsressre7) TO 2050 || the home manufacturer:in our market. 
Cc RECUR. 0k bad obo weve dececcs 21,000 2,060 From cost in our market.,....:.; eeened eee s ob Q61,274,042 
ed orks naa. acscciossnaxccens: ARGS: 38GB Deduct first cost abroad... ssccseesssesceeeee 24,647,648 
New Jersey...ccsevecnesreers eeovee 29,048 25,006 cogentpintinpsmes 
Poakanieenis eescece censors os vases + 553,560 259,209 Leaving a bounty on same amount of goods, 
Maryland ......eeesee eens ec cccese oeat “a viz, $24,647,648, tothe home manufacturer of $36,626,394 
ONO. . oc cc ccccccceccsvecbdew ce dece F or 148 recent 
eee ene oe * ee . . 37. pe 7 . * 
ichaen 1+ ee a» ob eu 10,400 wee In order to show the enormous gains which the 
Wisconsin ......... ane oa 8 S adawe 2,000 as -. home manufacturer of cotton goods makes in con- 
Iilinois..... sees : sequence of our depreciated paper currency, and 
awe re hase wes’ 362 6,200 which, of course, come out of the pockets of the 
BURR ain. cece cece once conivegbas « 9,096 17,870 ‘ 
Tennessee,......... Sedation 18,417 5,024 consumers, I estimate upon the same data the 
North Carolina........seeeeeeeeee: - a profits ne would make if the currency were gold, 
South Caroliia.......cceeceecseees > A 275 of the American standard of value: 
Cotton goods, first cost abroad........ ecevdes 4,647,648 
bei LL fa. “atl Difference of” exchange at 9 per cent.... +00. ey asa 
ghd ; DIBSY 4 FO DOT CLUE» 0 0.00.0 vn c0.0 0. bs'dece over.ce ++ 8,626,676 || 
I now pursue a similar system of demonstration || Importer’s profits at 10 per cent. on cost, differ- 
with regard to other leading manufactures of the ence of exchange, and duty..... 6.0.05 eessee 3,549,260 
country, beginning with the 39,041,867 


COTTON MANUFACTURES. 


The duties imposed upon cotton manufactures 
by the tariff of 1862 are so involved and intricate 
that it is impossible to reduce them precisely to 
the ad valorem standard without the aid of the 
amount of duties actually received upon thie 
amount of goods imported. That ammount can be 
ascertained only from the Treasury Department 
of the United States. - 

The duties on cotton goods seem to have been 
expressly devised to deceive and mislead the con- 
sumer, while giving a most exorbitant bounty to 
the home manufacturer. 

For instance, on certain classes of goods, spe- 
cific duties, varying from one and three quarter 
cents to five and a half cents, according to the 
number of threads in the square inch, per yard, 
are imposed; and on other classes, namely, col- 
ored prints, specific duties, varying from two and 
three quarters to five and one half cents, and an 
additional duty of ten percent. ad valorem per yard 
are imposed. 

This complicated system of levying duties de- 
fies the intelligence of any man to unravel whois 
not engaged in the trade, or has not access to the 
custom-house returns at Washington. The pres- 
ent bill does not simplify but complicates ‘still 
more this pernicious system of duties. 

* Its obvious purpose is to deceivethe consumer, 
and to give an unreasonable protection or bount 
to the home manufacturer; to tax and impoveris 
the consumers, and to build up an aristocracy of 
manufacturers, residing mostly in Massachusetts 
and the other New England States. 

But one fact it cannot hide from plain people: 

wives 


At this point they come in competition in our 
market with the home manufacturer. 


From cost in our market. s..cex cvee cece ceeese $39,041,867 
Deduct first cost abroad. .seweescssteeseveees 24,647,648 





Leaving a bounty on same amount as imported 

to the home manufacturer Of....06...+0555-G14,394,219 
or 58 per cent. 

Thus it will be seen that the home manufac- 
turer, operating under a specie currency of the 
American standard of value, with a duty paid to 
the Government of 35 
consequence of the difference of exchange, duty, 
and importer’s profits, actually realizes a protec- 
tion, or bounty, equal to 58 per cent. 

And in the demonstrations above made no esti- 
mate ‘is made of freight, insurance, and other 
charges, which would increase the bounty which 
the people pay to the manufacturer. Neither have 
1 added the fifty pef cent. additional to the former 
rates of therecentlaw. Nor have I added the in- 
crease proposed by this measure. 

WOOLEN MANUFACTURES, 

As in the case of cotton goods, it is impossible, | 
without the actual amount of duties received, to 
estimate the precise duty imposed upon woolen 
goods by the tariff of 1862 reduced to the ad vale- 
rem standard. The ditiés' on Woolens dre a mix- 
ture of specific and ad valorem, well devised to 
hoodwink and deceive the uninitiated. 

On some classes of woolen. goods a specific 
duty of eighteen cents per pound and an ad valorem 
duty of 30 per cent. are, imposed, and on other 
classes a specific duty only, and on some trifling 


that wheréas three years ago our farmers articlés an ad valorem duty simply. In order to 
bought a ‘yard of calico for ten or twelve cents, || do more than justice to the home manufacturer, 
the ae now from twenty-five to twenty- || indeed to be liberal ‘with him, 1 assume the duty 
el ‘cents, ‘ 


to be 35 per cent. ad valorem On all importations 
of woolen goods, which will be found to be less 
than the duty actually laid upon this class of 
manufacturers by the tariff of 1862, and far less 


‘than that proposed by the present bill. 


tr. MALLORY: More than that. Forty 
sents at least. aD Set i 

Mr-COX, Well; this I know, that whereas 
« yard of muslin, three years ago, cost ten cents, 












it now costs forty-five cents. What could beonce || . Amount of woolen goods imported in 1861, 
with two and o days’ labor, now || g27) a71. Dury, soserdis G the ad valorem 
requires hearty four. Coffee, sugar,'tea, and’all || standard, and payable in gold, 35 per cent., equal to 
the necessaries of life have not only been enhanced || 56 per cent. in the paper currency of the United 
in their nominal pon Oe the oe money stand- || States. 
ard, but really enhanced by the tariff'also. “But |} Cost in countries whence finported.,...,. .....827,750,371 
eat ae It ees ame sega acs 
to t b : Pe eon eee ee ee wwee eres wines 
goods reduced tothe al plotm nandard there Importer's prodiaas i per cbutcsssssscsccssse AOSD 
can only vt ted. ‘It probably ranges 847,420 | 
from 40 to 60 ’ But to make a calculation || , = 
on ‘a basis most favorable tothe manufacturer, 1 || At this point of cost they come in competition | 
















per cent. ad valorem, | 
| 





with the goods of the home manufacturer in our 
market. 

From cost in our market..... o eese cece cons ee QGORjed7 420 
Deduct first COM cccccccccccwecs eee ee eeteeeeee 27,750,371 


Leaving a bounty on same amount of goods to 
the home manufacturer of........... + oe ee oe Gl 097 049 


or 148 per cent. 
Same calculations upon a specie basis: 
Cost of goods abroad... ......csecee0e sevecee $27,250,071 


Difference of exchange at 9 per cent-e.s..ce.s 249793 
Duty at 35 per Cent... ..cessesessusecceriooes (95 719,009 
Importer’s profits at 10 per centsiisisisesecee 3,996,053 

$43,956,588 


At this point they come in competition with the 
home manufacturer in the American market, 
From cost in our market... ccrseecseeesecs seeeG 43,956,586 
Deduct first cost abroad.... ssc esetereaeceece 27, 750371 


16. 15 
or 58 per cent. po 


MANUFACTURE OF PAPER. 
Under the tariff of 1862 paper of ail kinds pays 
a duty of 35 per cent..ad valorem upon a specie 


basis. In the greenback currency it is equal to 
56 per cent. , 





| Amount imported in 1861.........+ oeedeevecter, $509,542 
Difference of exehange at 70 per cent.......... 358, 
Duty at 56 per cent.......60.5- Coe deces Bd eccees 285, 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cent.,.....se.e0e085 115 
$1,266.928 


At this point of its cost it comesin competition 
with the home manufacture. 


From cost in our market, ...40 cees cesnes «oes da Gl, 266, 
Deduct first cost abroad..... Secees Ce0ber cdedes y 


Leaving a bounty on same amount as imported 

to home manufacturer Of.....s0v-eeeeeeeees Q757,178 
or 148 per cent. 

Same demonstration on specie basis: 

Amount of paper imported in 1861, 2.55 6.4545 06+ + $509,542 
Difference of exchange at 9 per cent.,.o...eeseee. 49, 
Duty at 35 ‘per Cent....ccccsececetedodvacvanctoss AiG, 
Importer’s profit at 10 per CeNt.svesssceceeeesenes Tay 





At this point of its cost it comes in competition 
with the home manufacture. 


From its cost in our market. ........0. 6006 eeceee $211,512 
Deduct its first cOst abroad ....ccsescatseeess teee 509,542 
———o— 

@301 ,970 


or 59 per cent. 
MANUFACTURE OF LEATHER, (TANNED.) 


The duty on tanned leather imposed by the tar- 
iff of 1862 is 30 per cent. ad valorem, specie stand- 
ard; 43 per cent. paper standard. 





Amount of leather imported in 1861.......... $2,437 592 
Difference of exchange at 70 per cent......... 1,706,314 
Duty at 48 per cent...... ecess o eeeeeceees cose 1,070,444 
Iinporter’s profits at 10 per cent.........ese00- 531,435 

$5,845,785 


At this point it comes in competition With the 
home manufacture in the American market. 


From its cost in our market........00s0eeeees $5,845,785 
Deduct its first cost abroad..........++. Cceces 2,437 592 





, Leaving a bounty to the home manufacturer of .§3,408,193 


or 140 per cent. 
Same demonstration on a specie basis; ‘ 


Amount of Jeatber imported im 1861 ...+.. 4.4. @2,437)502 
Difference of exchange at 9 per cent.......... 219,383 


Duty at 30 per cent.......cccssseecees Gceccees 73) 277 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cent....... .esees ee 335,925 
$3,727,077 





At this point the foreign article éomea in coth- 
petition with the domestic article, ‘ 
From its cost in our market.e. 6... 606. eeeeee 6QO,727,077 
Deduct its first cost abroad.......6.s0.e0s00+4- 2,437,502 


$1,289,485 
or 53 per cent. i 
MANUFACTURED OLOTHING. 

The daty i d by the tariff of upon 
iiianufactured othing 135 per cent. JPG ned: 
or 56 per. cent. in the ‘*greenback’’ currency of 
the United States. 


ses 
Amount imported im 1861... 0097 n0peeqe+++ «+++ G1,401,057 
Difference of exehatige a Hepa aN 22* "940/399 


Daty at S6per COME, ce cdsdtscseeccesouseces 784,591 
Importer’s profits at 10 percent.....5++-+ e006 316,694 
$3,482,651 


j 
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At this point the foreign comes in competitions 
with the domestic article in the American market. 


From its cost in owr market........... Se paws 83,492,651 
Deduct its first cost abroad .....6 55.05. cceceess 1 AU} 057 
$2,081 594 


or 148 per cent. 
Sume calculation ona specie basis: 
Amount of clothing imported in 1861,.........$1,401,057 


Difference of exchange at 9 per cent.,...... ses 126,095 
Duty at 35 per cent.....ccccccc-ccussscccevcce ; 


Importer’s profits at 10 per cetit.......060e0+- 





$2,219,273 


At this pornt the foreign article comes in com- 
petition with the domestic: 


From its cost in our market.............00000004 219,273 
Deduct its first cost abroad... .4....6. 6000 sees 1,401 ,057 


$818,216 
or 58 per cent. 
qBOOTS AND SHOES. 


Duty on the imported article under the tariff 
of 1862, 35 per cent. ad valorem, specie basis; 


equal to 56 per cent. in the paper currency of the 
United States. 


Amount imported in 1861........ ss.0« o9ecs veep $69,447 





Difference of exchange at 70 per cent......++- «+ 48,602 
Duty at 56 per CONE. .o.000s000090 vere cveccevese 38,890 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cent..... ccc eeeeees 15,693 
$172,632 
At this point the foreign article comes in com- 
petition with the domestic article. 
From the cost in our market............6.. e008 - -$172,632 
Deduct the original cost abroad.........ss00e0+ + 69,447 
$103,165 
or 149 per cent. 
Same calculation on a specie basis: 
Amount imported in 1861............00005 cctees $69,447 
Difference of exchange at 9 per cent.........+.. 6,250 
oe ek Fe escscee 24,306 


[mporter’s profits at 10 per cent.......ccecceeees 10,000 


$110,003 
At this point the foreign article comes into com- 
petition with the domestic article. 
From its cost in our market... .....6scee0eeee eee Gl10,003 
Deduct its original cost abroad..........-0e0e+0% 69,447 
$40,556 
or 58 per cent. 


SOAP AND CANDLES. 


Duty under the tariff of 1862; 35 per cent. ad 
valorem in gold, equal to 56 per cent. in the paper 
currency of the United States. 


; fo eee $6,801 

Amount imported in 1861 2 CORD. Kitab ik dicackiene 102,152 
108,953 

Difference of exchange at 70 per cent............ 76,267 
Duty at 56 per cent.......ccccescsces re 61,013 
importer’s profits at 10 per cent..... é dese eoons 994,622 
$270,855 





At this point of the cost the foreign article 


comes in competition with the domestic ih our 
markets. 


From the cost In our matket.... .........065 eee 855 
Deduct original cost abroad ...... eesvevccsodecss 8OBOGS 

$16) ,902 
or 150 per cent. 

Same calculation on a specie basis: 
Amount imported in 18G61...........cceeeeeeeee » $108,953 
Difference of exchange at 9 per cent,,..... 
Duties at 35 per ceut......cccscecemcnesecceeses  SBpld2 
Emporter’s profits at 10 per cerit..........6...6. 15,689 





At this point the foreign article comes ini¢om- 
petition with the domesuc. . 
From its cost in our Market, .. «4.050 nc00+0 00069 0G) 72,579 
Deduct its original cost....... oon 


CeCe eee ee te eeee 
Seiad 


Leaving & botiaty to the manufacturer of......., @63/626 
er 58 per cent. 


INDIA-RUBBER GOODS. 


Duties voder the tariff of 1862: raw material, 
10 per cent. ad valorem, equal to 16 percent. paper 
currency ; manufactured articles of rubber and silk 
fabrics, 50 percent. ad valorem, equal to 80 per cent. 





At this point of its ¢ost the foreign article comes 
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r paper carrency; all other fabrics, 35 per cent. ad 
valorem, equal to 56 per cent. paper currency. 


|| Amount of manufactured goods imported in 1861. .@282,687 


| Difference of exchange at 70 per cent...........+ 197,880 
| Duty at 56 per Cent... ...seeceeeeeeeeee 
Importer’s profits at 10 per Cent..scsccseeeeseses 63,887 





02,75 


3 
& 








in competition with the domestic in the home 
market. 


From its cost In out MArKet.....6 e+e ence ceeees G702,758 
Deduct original cost abroad.......+++eeeeee+eee+ 282,687 


Leaving 4 bounty to the home manufacturer on 
amount equal to the original importation of.. $420,071 
or 148 per cent. 
Same calculation on a specie basis: 


Amount imported in 1861....... eesbeccescctetee G202,687 
Difference of exchange at 9 percent...eceiseeee. 25,441 





Duty at 35 per Cent.....-..ceeeesceeees 0.000400)... mee 
Importer’s profits at 10 per cent........ ecccccecs ». 40,406 





$447,771 








At this point the foreign article comes in com- 
petition with the domestic. 


In the preparation of these calculations I have 
taken unusual pains. I have been aided by adis- 
| tinguished statist, Edmand Burke, of New Hamp- 
| shire, to whom the country is indebted for many 
valuable lessons in economy. But if any one 
oa the accuracy of the data upon which 
they are based, I present some actual transactions 
which confirm my conclusions. Below is the copy 
of a document showing the actual duties and 
charges paid at the Boston custom-house on a 
package of woolen goods and silk India-rubber 
fabrics imported from England and entered April 
5, 1864. fe is the account rendered to the import- 
ers by the brokers who transacted the business at 
the custom-house. The package was marked B 
77, and contained goods invoiced in Liverpool at 
£129 2s. 10d. In reducing the sterling currency to 
Federal money, the invoice, for the sake ef con- 
venience, is called £130. 


From its cost in our market...........+++ seseee $447,771 
Deduct its cost, abroad.......... ceccecesccncce, 983,687 
$165,084 
or 58 per cent. 
ACTUAL TRANSACTIONS. 
| 





Boston, April 5, 1864. 


Messrs. Barry & Bro. To Stone & Downer, Dr. 
Charges at Livérpool as per margin. 


To duty on one package, per Africa...... wees ove e254 10 
Permit..... ¢ seees ceeseee LO Freight. 

Bond ....++.+++ oeecrcese 30 Cooperage. 
Custom-house charges.... 62 Portage. e 
Cartage..... Ge ovesevicess 75 Discount on draft.“ 
Wharfage ...... dives Commission, } 62. 


Revenwestamp.....<+-0001 15 Premium,....... 4 86 





Premium on 9250 80 at 80 per cent......$170 55 
“ “ 3 30 ** 80 “ nA 2 
—— 17319 


$492 15 


Actual cost of importing the package above referred to, as 
estimated by the importer: 









Duty O17 B77. 2... ce cece ee ces ebe eee tges + $254 10 
Freight front Liverpool.......s.0..45 22 50 
Marine insurances, ..cecsctccesccessescccevsass 17 55 
294 15 

Premium on gold and custoffi-house charges.... 178 05 
g492 20 








Amount.of Involee in pened cot 23. re GA 00 
uty and charges on specie 8 in sterling, at 
to the POUNG....c...secceed cesqee ae denwsl” 90 00 


ee 


ze 





Reduced to Federal money at thé rate of $8 50 
Se gee oe Sep cnarste tui hy A tS 00 





$1,970 90 


It will be seen that the pound sterling is esti- 
mated at $5.in American gold, which is higher 
than the actual rate of exchange, thatbeing about 
$4 83 to the pound; and therefore it is most favor- 
able to the manufacturer. 

Thus the package of goods which cost £130, 


or $650.in gold, (calling the pound sterling $5,) in 





ecosesss 158,304 | 


June 2, 








England, actually cost $1,970 in the paper cur- 
rency of the United States, to import into this 
country, reckoning the difference of exchange at 
80 per cent. premium, as it was at the date of 
the transaction. Add to the cost in this country, 
$1,970, —— of theimporter of 10 per cent., 
or $197, and the cost to the purchaser in our mar- 
ket is $2,167. At this point of their cost the 
goods come in competition with goods of the same 
kind produced by the home manufacturer. Thus 
he receives a protection or bounty on the same 
amount of goods ($650) of $1,517, or 232 per 
cent. ad valorem! 

On the same operation, calculated on a specie 
basis,.the results will be as follows: cost in Liv- 
erpool £130—$650. Duties and charges £90— 
$450... Total cost in this country, $1,100. Add 
$110 for the profits of the importer—whole sum 
$1,210. Deduct first cost $650, and there re- 
mains $460 bounty to the home manufacturer on 
the same amount of goods, or 86 per cent. ad va- 
lorem! This transaction shows that the actual 
protection given to the manufacturers of woolen 
and India-rubber goods by the tariff of 1862 is 
more than double the rates assumed in my calcu- 
lation, under the heads. of Woolen and India 
Rubber Manufactures, which were 35 and 40 per 
cent. ad valorem. My demonstrations on that 
basis are sufficiently startling, although they fall 
far below the actual fact. 

This single transaction demonstrates beyond 
cavil the immense gains which the manufacturers 
are making by means of a protective tariff anda 
depreciated paper money system. Is it surprising 
that they grow rich ? ill it bea matter of sur- 
prise if the people should grow poor and poorer 
under the operation of such a cunning system 
of injustice and robbery? ‘Phe bandit baron 
who, in the middle ages, ravished his tribute 
money with mailed hand from the innocent way- 
fayer, or the navigator of the river which flowed 
past his castle, practiced an honest system com- 
pared to the shrewd schemes of the present tariff 
system. 

Again, if it still be thought that my calculations 
are jnaccurate, I furnish the House with another 
actual transaction. Messrs. Parker, Gannett & 
Osgood, large importersof seeds, &c., in Boston, 
have furnished the following statement of the cost 
of importing an invoice of seeds: 

Cost of seeds in England £40, exchange $4 85....9194 00 








Cost of bags and casks......++++++ 24 92 
Uanael’s 1608, Be... k co cccs cccccccvctceccccccces 5 83 
War risk, with insurance ...... ees eeeeeececes . 1200 
Portage.....+..++. absieees Cw vevcer dbcdicess suctes 75 
Duties, 30 per cent., gOld........e+-++++ GO7 50 
Premium On gold... .. see eececececseerees - 4624 
POPMAR. . 000 cece cocccecccces cccsescesececs 20 
BOI 6 oo cc co vocccccs cccess co Bevsescccce 40 
StAMPB oc escccccesccccesccecvccvesencess 80 
Freight. ...ccccccceescceseeseveccccssess » 2145 
136 59 
Exchange on sterling £40.....++eeeesee0s 161 24 
$535 33 








-. Thusit costs in the depreciated currency of this 
country to import and land in Boston $535 33 on 
an invoice of seeds costing only £40 in England, 
equal to $194 in the gold currency of the United 
States. Add the importer’s profits at 10 per cent., 

53, in the whole $588 88, and we have the cost 
in our market at wholesale prices, or 205 per cent. 
advance on the first cost in England! 

This transaction demonstrates that the profits 
_of the home manufacturer, as I have calculated 
them, deriyed from the combined effects of a high 
tariff and a depreciated paper currency, are very 
far below theactual truth. Seeds do not come in 
competition with the home producer... Manufac- 
tured articles do compete with the home manu- 
facturer, and on those descriptions of ds im- 

» the duty is much higher than 30 percent. 

i amen tone ren t pa the present 
tem téction given to the. home manu- 
Racnent tamed toma 200 per cent., and in 
‘most instances a great deal more, The tables 
herein show that it.is 148 to 150 per cent. But in 
‘most instances they omit freight, insurance, and 
other small And they are constructed 
on the basis of paper depreciated in the value of 


only $160 for in ieserts 

y arene anit be remarked in, connection 
with the statementabove, The importation was 
a : voftoneds for-the:beneht af the farmer 
and gardener,. They are taxed a duty of 30 per 
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cent. ad valorem, payable in gold. In a_table 
which | will hereafter insert, the House will see 
that all raw materials, dye stuffs, &c., used in 
manufacturing, are taxed with very low duties,and 
some areadmitted duty frec, rags, for instance, and 
some 71,000,000 pounds of wool nearly free. This 
is justified by the speech just made by the gentle- 
man from Vermont, (Mr. Morrmt.} Thus the 
tariff of 1862 discriminates in almost every .par- 
ticular in favor of the manufacturer and against 
the farmer. 

How long will the class which I represent— 
the agricultural portion ofthe community , the class 
which. possesses in the aggregate three fourths of 
the capital of the country, who produce the great- 
est share of its annual income, and. who pay the 
greatest portion of its taxes—submit to be de- 
spoiled for the benefit of the manufacturing classes 
under the specious pretext that it is done to stim- 
ulate the industry of others, is necessary for rev- 
enue to put down the rebellion and save the Union ? 


RECAPITULATION. 


1 now propose to show the results of the preced- 
ing calculations in the condensed form of tables. 


Table I, 


Showing the cost of sundry articles imported 
from abroad at the place of importation; the cost 
in our market at the point of competition with the 
home manufacture, including original cost; differ- 
ence of exchange; freight, on iron only; duties, 
and importer’s profits, and bounties on the same 
amdéunt of goods to the home manufacturer in 
doliars and rates per cent,, reckoned upon the 
erie of the standard gold currency of the United 

tates: 
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_ These articles are sclected because they come 
in competition with the largest classes of Ameri- 
can manufactures. This and the following tables 
are constructed upon the basis of the importations 
of 1861, the census returns of 1860, and the rates 
of duty imposed: by: the tariff of 1862, reduced as 
nearly as they may be to the ad valorem standard. 
- Dhave not included the fifty per cent. additional 
upon previous rates imposed by the recent joint 
moclntion nor the additional tariff of the present 


, os ewe 
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. Showing the cost of sundry. articles imp 
from abroad at the place of impdlation cake 
in our market at the point of competition with the 
home manufacturer, including originabeost, differ- 
ence of exchange, freight, (on iron only,) duties, 
importer’s profits, and bounties on ‘the ‘same 
ametht of manufacturer in dol- 
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lars and rates per cent., reckoned on the basis of | States, depreciated only in the ratio of $160 in pa- 
the paper SuaTePty of the United States, depreci- i per to $100 in gold: 


ated at the rate of only $160 in paper to $100 in 
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Table ILI, 


Showing the value of sundry manufactures pro- | 


duced in the United States in 1860, the bounties 
received by the home manufacturer under the 
tariff of 1862, in rates per cent. and in dollars, and 
the aggregate of original value and bounties, 
reckoned according to the standard gold currency 
of the United States: 
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Table IV, 
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Estimated according to the standard gold cur- 
rency of the United States on an uggregate value 
of $497,729,900 of manufactured goods of the de- 
scription stated in the foregoing tabler, the home 


| manufacturers, by reason of the difference tn ex- 


change, duties, and other expenses of importation 


| of foreign articles of the same kind, together 


with the importer’s profits, derive, through the 
agency of the system of protection established 


| by the tariff of 1862, an aggregate bounty of 


§302,753,342. 

The tariff and the other expenses of importation 
enable the home manufacturers to charge and levy 
upon the people of the United States that enor 
mous sum cvery year in gold; supposing the man- 
ufactures of the country to be the same in amount 
as in 1860, and the tarilf the same as that of 1862. 

If the rates are more, as this bill proposes to 
make them more, the sum would be greater; if 
less, it would be less accordingly. 

The population of the United States in 1860 
was 31,445,080 souls. Consequently the propor- 
tion per head of this enormous bounty exacted 
by the manufacturerg in gold is $9 62. 

Estimated upon the basis of the irredeemable 
paper currency of the United States, depreciated 
only in the ratio of $160 in paper to $100 in gold, 
the aggregate bounty levied by. the home manu- 
facturers on the people of the United States on the 
same amount of domestic manufactures, namely, 
$497 ,729,900, is $750,250,252, or $23 88 per head. 
». When, therefore, | propose to amend this bill 
so as to have these duties payable in the paper 
currency like other public dues, I intend, with 
full knowledge of its effect, to strike off at least 
$14 26 per head from the burdens which labor 
pays from its hard carnings to protect and pamper 
the ** splendid paupers”’ who are thus living upon 
the bounty of others. I intend to save from the 
grasp of the millionaire and manufacturer and for 
the benefit of the poor man and consumer, the 
sum of $447,496,910 on the rates of the tariff of 
1862. If the people must pay bounty to the cap- 
italist, is it not enough to pay itin the ordinary 
paper currency by which we are measuring other 
values? sit notenough to pay a bounty in paper 
equal to. the sum of $302,753,342 wow levied in 
gle upon the articles enumerated?) Think of it! 

or the iron which we use in all its varieties of 
adaptation; for the cotton we wear, whether printed 
or plain, in the calico dress or the shirting; for 
the wool in blanket, carpet, or clothing; for the 


Showing the value of sundry manufactures pro- || newspaper, book, and pamphilet; for the leather 


duced.in the United States in 1860, the bounties re- || we use when tanned or manufactured into boots 
ceived by the home manufacturer under the tariff || and shoes; for the clothing we buy already made 


of 1862 in rates, 


r.cent,and in-dollars, and the || up; for the soap and candles and India-rubber 


ageregeie of original valueand bounties reckoned || goods; for these only, under our tariff of 1862, and 
according to :the»paper currency of the United | not counting our recent increase er the proposed 
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increase of this bill, we pay as gratuity to one class 
of persons ihe enormous sum of $750,250,252., 

Vill any one pretend thatall this is for revenue ? | 
What! when the tariff does not raise one tenth | 
of that sum on all articles of importation ! What, | 
then, is this $750,250,252 paid for? Not for war, | 


not for debts, not for expenses. Is it possible 
that we have to pay on some ten articles only, | 
in paper money, $750,000,000 to get jess than 
$50,000,000 of revenue from them? Mr. Hays, 
comptroller of Chicago, with keen analysis once | 
showed that, by the tariff acts of 1846 and 1857, 
the people paid the startling sum of $338,000,000 
to afford the Federal Govérnment a revenue of | 
$54,000,000; and he prophesied that by the tariff 
in62 the loss to the community would-be still | 
ereater. LLow much greater is apparent from my 
calculations on the depreciated paper system and 
the inerensed duties of 1862! 
“* What, then, do you propose? To abolish all 
tariffs??? Yes. God save the people from these in- 
direct and insidious robberies! In their name let 





such tariffs be abolished. Since you have begun 
on internal taxation, let all our revenues be thus 
levied. Lf you abolish the tariff of 1862, then, to pay 
the other taxes, you give to the people an in- 
creased ability to the amount of $750,250,252 on 
the few articles alone which I enumerated; and 
how much more on all manufactured articles ! | 
Abolish your tariffs, and if your direct taxes are 
unfair they are not unfelt, and can be speedily 
corrected. Abolish your tariffs, and let every 
interest stand undisguised before the law; the 
farmer the equal of the manufacturer; the laboring 
man the equal of the millionaire. No mask of 
industry over the features of capital; no unjust 
discriminations; no despoiling one class of labor 
under the pretense of stimulating another; no un- 
healthy drugging of any one business by-~ the 
robbery of another. 

Bat instead of mitigating you propose to ag- 
gravate these oppressions. By your joint resolu- 
uon the other day you have added to these onerous 
rates of 1862 fifty percent.more. If thisis notto 
be continued after the Ist of July, we are at least 
to pay a large increase by the present bill. We 
are expected, we of the West. to pay our share 
of it—as | shall show, the larger share—without 
murmur; because the war, instigated by the sec- 
tion which reaps most of these gigantic sums 
from our toil and sweat, demands our support! 

Very well. _For over two years we have sub- 
mitted. But if we are to keep on patiently in 
submission, a few years will see all ourresources 
sucked from*us by these vampires of the East. 
If taxes must be raised for war or for debts, to 
pay for the peculations of scoundrels or for the 
patriotic service of soldiers, let them be levied di- 
rectly, fairly, justly, that "ll may feel their oper- 
ations, and the burdens, sufficiently great for a 
whole people, may not be borne by a part, and 
that part which is least able to bear them. 

The people are the victims of the joint robbery 
of a system of bounties under the guise of duties, 
and of an inconvertible and depreciated paper cur- 
rency under the guise of money. Isit a cause of 
wonder that the manufacturers accumulate wealth 
so rapidly that they grow rich within a year if 
they were poor before? This system is rapidly 
building up an aristocracy, composed of manu- 
facturers and gamblers in irredeemable paper 
money. In the same proportion it is impoverish- 
ing the masses of the people. It is rapidly re- 
ducing them to the same level of destitution and 
degradation as that of the people of Europe. 
Only here it is worse, for here it is in combina- 
tion with a depreciated paper-money system, 
which the aristocrats of Europe do not tolerate. 
This combination is rushing the American people 
along with headlong speed to inevitable rum, In 
the name of thelaboring people of my district and 
State, in behaif of those the results of whose toil 
is thus torn from their families to pamper wealth 
and arrogance, I protest against thissystem of op- 
pression. In behalf of the poor men who work 
from day to day in shop and field, from whose 


labor at Jast all these millions are wrung; in be- 
half of those who cannot and do not combine to 
subsidize the press, fee lawyers, importune Con- 
gree; who cannot afford to take their little all 
rom their families to pay sharp men for keen 
devices to ‘* cheat by statute;”’in their behalf Ido 
challenge the honesty and justice of these measures. | 
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Mr. Chairman, no man is now so wise and gifted 
that he can save this nationfrom bankruptcy. I 
believe the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] himself expressed his belief in our ultimate 
ruin. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask the gentleman to yield 
to me to correcthisremark. I made no pettdhsey 
on the subject. 

Mr. COX. I am glad to be put right. I so 
understood him. . 

No borrowing system can saveus. The scheme 
of making greenbacks a legal tender, which ena- 
bled the debtor to cheat his creditor, thereby play- 
ing the old game of kingcraft, to debase the cur- 
rency in order to aid the designs of despotism, 
may float us for a while amidst the fluctuations 
and bubbles of the day; but as no one possesses 
the power to ‘repeal the law of the Almighty, 
which decrees (and as our Constitution has es- 
tablished) that gold and silver shall be the stand- 
ard of value in the world, so they will ever thus re- 
main, notwithstanding the legiahetion of Congress. 
Congress may make paper the measure of prices 
but it can never make paper the standard of value. 
Such a paper system in connection with this tariff 
will, sooner or later, crush labor in this country. 
What then? When our laboring masses shall 
have become sufficiently impoverished by this 
system will not the transition from a republic to 
adespotism beeasy? Will notthat phenomenon 
of tyranny, the armed sdldier accompanying the 
tax-gatherer, occur here? Does not the question 
of taxation, therefore, involve the problem of lib- 
erty? Does not this system, against which in its 
every stage I have protested, involve an enormous 
wickedness against the interests and happiness of 
mankind? 

The present tariff system has been devised for 
the benefit of the manufacturer, at the expense 
of the people, and. yet it does not really aid the 
Treasury. If it makes the rich richer and the poor 
poorer, then by this concentration of wealth in a 
few the less is the proportion of it which will be 
paid into the Treasury. Sismondi, page 79, says 
that all returns show that the great amount of 
revefue is not paid by the rich, or even by the 
middle classes, but by the poor and those just 
above them. He holds that all attempts at tax- 
ation on luxuries have failed in productiveness. 
The state of the revenue depends mainly on the 
power of the poor to purchase the necessaries and 
comforts of life. ence any system like this, 
which aggrandizes wealth in a few, destroys the 
great resources of revenue upon which we are to 
depend at last for our credit and our safety. 

Again, as many of the duties are prohibitory, 
no revente is derived from them, and the Treas- 
ury again loses. The duties on paper, boots and 
shoes, soap and candles, India-rubber fabrics, in 
fact nearly all the articles named in the foregoing 
tables, enjoy a monopoly in our market, while 
in many instances the tariff of 1862 permite cer- 
tain articles used by the manufacturers to be im- 
ported either free or at nominal duties.~ For in- 
stance, rags, free; India rubber, raw, 10 per cent.; 
lasting for ladies’ boots and shoes and for soles, 
10 per cent. In 1867, $904,842 worth of paper 
rags were imported duty free. Those rags went 
into manufactured paper, and upon that amount 
of stock, duty free, the paper makers were pre- 
mitted to charge their enormous profits. And so 
with regard to other articles admitted with slight 
duty for the bepefit of the manufacturer. F 

When the manufacturer produces an ample sup- 
ply of goods for the home market, and hasa large 
surplus for which he is compelled to seek amarket 
abroad, itis just to’exempt the raw material which 
he uses from duty, because he again carries it out 
of the country in the shapeof manufactured goods. 
In that case, it operates so far as a-drawback. 
Such is the policy of Great Britain. But when 
the manufacturer has the substantial control of the 
home market, through the agency of prohibitor 
duties, there can be no greater iniquity practi 
on the people than to permit him to tax his enor- 
mous profit upon the very_article which the Gov- 
ernment admits duty free, or nearly so. Is it not 
legalized robbery, more detestable in its enormity 
than the actual crime? Yet the party in power 
have inaugurated a tariff system which authorizes 
and sanctions this very iniquity. © 

The estimates from which | draw these con- 
clusions cannot be precisely accurate. it is not 
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assumed that they are. Itis only claimed that 
they are an appraximation to the truth. The 
most important clement of error is the basis of the 
value of home manufactures in the census tables 
of 1860, whether the actual cost or the price by 
wholesale in market. Therefore, in order to state 
the case in the most favorable form for the home 
manufacturer, I will assume that upon the basis 
of the depreciated paper currency of the United 
States their profits or bounties are at the rate of 
100 per cent., or in the aggregate $497,729,900, or 
15 83 per head of the population of the United 
States. 

To recapitulate: rate of profit or bounty, reck- 
oned upon the specie standard: $497,729,900, it is 
$302,753,342: bounty, or $9 62 per head. Paper 
standard: $497,729,900, it is$750,250,252 bounty, 
or $23 88 per head. Bounty at rate of 100 per 
cent.: $497,729,900, it is 4197 729,900 bounty, or 
$15 83 per head. 

It will be observed that the first estimate I make 
upon the present tariff ison a specie basis. On 
this basis, the taxation, or tribute to the manufac- 
turer, is at the rate of $9 62 perhead. My second 
estimate is made upon the samé tariff and a paper 
money basis depreciated in the ratio of $160 to 
$100. On this basis the taxation or tribute is 
$23 88 per head. My third estimate is upon the 
basis of allowing the manufacturer to pay a tribute 
of 100 per.cent. On this basis the taxation or 
tribute is $15 83 per head. These estimates are 
embodied in the three following tables, from which 
it will appear how the tribute is levied upon the 
various States: 

Taste 1, (Specie basis.) 








States Population. Per head Tribute. 
Indiana.....seeeeeee0 1,350,428 $9 62 $12,991,117 
THiNOiS. we ee eee ceeeee 2,711,951 9 62 16, 
LOWA...ccccsccessecs 674,913 9 62 6,492,663 
Kentucky......+00e++ 1,155,684 9 62 31,117,680 
Kansas......cceseees 107 9 62 1,031,321 
Michigan........s00- 749,113 9 62 46 
Minnesota .........+ 172,123 9 62. J 
Missouri ......++sse0 1,182,012 9 62 11,370,955 
Nebraska ......ec00+ 28,841 9 62 277,350 
Ohi0......cceecccees 2,339,5)1 9 62 22,506,095 
Wisconsin...essese. 775,881 9 62 - 7,463,975 

Aggregate. ....+... 10,247,663 $9 62 $99,582,414 

Taste 2, (Paper basis.) 

Staten Population. Per head, Tribute 
(ndiana,.....-...0+0- 1,350,428 $23 838 $32,248,220 
[Ninois .....seeceeee+ 1,711,951 23 83 40,880,928 
LOWA.....0.eee0ee005 674,913 22 88 16,116,923 
Kentucky.........++. 1,155,684 23 88 97,597,734 
Kausas....cesecseees 107,206 23 88 2,560,079 
Michigan........+.«. 749,113 23 88 17,888,818 
Minnesota.....+++++. 172,123 23 88 4,110,297 
Missouri ........+... 1,182,012 23 88 226 446 
Nebraska... .<..e.e2 841 23 8e 688, 
Ohio...... enevescese 2,d09,0118 23 828 55,867 522 
Wisconsin ........6. 775,881 23 88 18,528,038 

Aggregate..........10,247,663 §23 88 244,713,728 

TaB.e 3, (Bounty 100 per cent.) 
States Tribute 


Population. Per head. 
Indiana....... s++.+. 1,350,428 15 


B 
2 
§ 
i 
wn 


THlinois.....6¢eeeee05 1,711,951 15 83 27,100,184 
NOD .cccnosccessess 674,913 15 83 10,683,872 
ucky........es2+ 1,155,684 15 &3 18,294,477 
Katsas......+.s00062 107,206 15°83) .._-1,697,321 
Michigan............ 749,113 15 83 11,858,458 
Midnegota........... 172,123 15 82 1,697,070 
Missouri............ 1,182,012 15 83 18,711,250 

Nebraska............ 28,841 15 83 456, 

QRIO...decescccvsees 2,500,011 15 83 37,034, 
Wisconsin,......... 775,881 15 83 11,282,196 
Aggregate.........10,247,663. 15 83 160,193,115 
—— ir — 








Thus, it appears from the preceding tables 
that the wikiete sitiieh the eleven a States 
pay to the manufacturers of the country, residing 
mainly in the eastern States, in consequence of 
the falsely called fesentive ‘system and. paper 
money system of this country is as reckoned: 
On the specie basis........ ’ or 62 lead. 
core re base Tis see or hae 

Paste of aan eae 

CONG a cade. ceccccccecses 160,193,151, or 15 83 * 

Whole consumption of the articles of manufac- 
turers named in the preceding tables three and 

i or bounty, is as 
oy : WABI he eee reed ee eeee $25 ee 
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‘On reflection, every ‘intelligent man will per- 
ceive that allowing the manufaciurers at the rate 
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of 100 per cent. profit on these various fabrics 
and goods enumerated in the preceding tables, 
$31 66 per head is not a large ave consump- 
tion of the people of the United States. The 
preceding tables and calculations develop the most 
astounding results. They show thata tariff sys- 
tem under the pretext of raising revenue for the 
use of the Government of the United States has, 
in this period of war when every dollar is needed, 
been so devised as to give the mostextraordinary 
and unreasonable bounty to the manufacturing 
classes, in the case of many articles, virtually pro- 
hibiting the introduction of the competing article 
into the country. 


PROTECTED AND NON-PROTECTED STATES. 


From the facts which we have presented, and 
the tables showing the leading productions of the 
western States, it will be rome that the States 
of the Union may be divided into two great classes 
—th@protected States and the unprotected States. 
We speak in regard to their industrial interests. 

The manufacturing States, mainly the New 
England States and Pennsylvania, are the pro- 
tected States. The agricultural States are the 
unprotected States. 

tates that producea commodity in such abund- 
ance as to furnish an ample supply for home con- 
sumption and a large surplus for markets abroad 
can derive no benefit from protective duties. 

-Our Government might impose a duty on wheat 
and flour which would be absolutely prohibitory, 
and it would not increase the prices of those arti- 
cles in Chicago or New York. Thus the agri- 
cultural States derive no protection from the du- 
ties ea by the present tariff on articles pro- 
duced by agricultural industry. The men who 
devised the present tariff, knew that a duty on 
corn, wheat, tobacco, or cotton, was of no possible 
benefit to the producers of those articles, They 
were only tubs thrown to the whale, put in the 
tariff for the purpose of deluding the ignorant and 
unreflecting with the mere pretense of justice. 

Mr. MORRILL. ould like toask the gen- 
tleman if he did not vote here the other day against 
the termination of the reciprocity treaty, the term- 
ination of which would admit all the agricultural 
products of Canada free of duty, and if it is pos- 
sible to levy duties upon those agricultural prod- 
ucts without a termination of the treaty? 

Mr. COX. -I do not precisely remember how 
I did vote upon it, but I know how I ought to 
have voted. The question gotalittle complicated. 
lam for allowing the largest liberty of interchange 
possible. 1 never was afraid of buying in the 
cheapest market and selling in the dearest market 
could find. Thatis my doctrine, which I learned 
from a distinguished citizenof New England. I 
have never departed from that doctrine, and there- 
fore I am in favor of the largest reciprocity treaty ; 
believing that the larger it is the better it is for 
the mass of our people. 

Mr. MORRILL. How does the gentleman 
propose to remedy the matter by having a treaty 
of perfectreciprocity and asystem of tariff duties 
at the same time? 

Mr, COX. I propose to extend it to all other 


~articles as soon as I can reach them, and to abol- 


ish all indirect and insidious taxation in the shape 
of tariffs. 

When interrupted 1 was showing that the tend- 
ency of the present tariff system, and in fact of all 
tariffs, revenue or protective, more or less is to 
drain wealth from the unprotected States and’ ac- 
cumulate it in the protected States, 

It can now be understood why New England 
accumulates wealth so much more rapidly than 
the western States. - I: know it is arrogantly said, 
** New England Sea nce,’ thrift, in- 


vention, and industry not deny that 
and yet I can account for her immense calaaree 
anothes principle. 


The interests of New England, and especiall 
of Massachusetts, are all subjects of cuanaen 
or bounty directly from the General Government. 
Imereti are proeced Her faking ines ar 
tno encouraged by adicct bounty fame ‘reas- 
ury of the. States; a half million, I believe 
t paid to the fishermen of Mas- 


uselis as a mere bount ity withor 
eration. "Wo in tha Wet ak snd go 
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tariffs. I know many abotiuionists—among them 
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We refer more particularly to Massachusetts 
for the reason that to her agency more than to 


any other is to be attributed the civil war which, 


now devastates our country and threatens the 
destruction of its civil institutions and of repub- 
lican liberty. That State has been the unceasing 
and unprincipled agitator, the fomentor of dis- 


cord between the sections, the disseminator of 


fanatical and dogmatical opinion, and the assail- 
ant of the constitutional rights of other States; 
and has thus done more than all other States to 
bring our presentecalamitiesupon us. It ismeet, 
therefore, that we should considerhow much she 
has been benefited by the Union whose very ex- 
istence she has put to such fearful hazard. 

It is proper also, in this connection, to remark 
that while Massachusettshas been most benefited 
during the present war by the agency of the com- 
bined tariff and paper money system, she has done 
the least to support the war. Under the various 
calls for troops up to March 1, 1864, Massachusetts 
has been reported deficient 20,592 men, a much 
largernumber in proportion to her population than 
any other State; and in order to fill her quotas, 
instead of sending her own meddlesome and mis- 
chievous citizens into the field, and exposing their 
precious persons to the hazards of camp and bat- 
tle, she has ransacked almost every State in-the 
Union, and e¥en Canada and Europe for men, 
filling her regiments with worthless substitutes 
and negroes. She is coining money out of the 
precious blood of the land and the enormous waste 
of wealth in this terrible war, while she takes care 
that her own blood shall be preserved. She isthe 
most arrogant and-mischievous State, the most 
selfish and timid in the war which her mischievous 
propensities have provoked, and she has the least 
title of any of the States of the Union tothe favors 
of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not only an old story, but 
it had its origin and was nursed into growth by 
theemen who are now arrayed as rebels against 
the Union; and my friend from Ohio is but re- 
peating their old and stale charges, ground into 
im mpabiapaw der by the truth long ago. 

Mr. COX. I have heard the gentleman say 
that once before. 1 learned my principles not 
from any one in the South, but from Dr. Way- 
land, known in New England and throughout 
the country as a good and great man; and it would 
not invalidate his doctrines if Davis and Toombs 
should repeat them from morning till night and 
from year to year, It would not prove the truth or 
falsity of his principles. If Jefferson Davis should 
tell the gentleman that two and two make four, he 
would deny it. When Davis says that two and 
two make five, | deny it. Beeausea man now in 
rebellion, when once here stated the truths and 
faets in economy, which I believe, while I Uis- 
believe in secession, it does not militate against 
these economic truths that he believes in secession. 
tis not relevant to the argumentfor the gentleman 
to bring the heresies of secession here to dis- 
prove the injustice of the protective system on 


Wendell Phillips—who are free-trade men. Does 
it follow therefore that Wendell! Phillips is a dis- 
unionist? I know he is a disunionist; but for 
another reason, and not for that. 

Mr. DAWES. lam not troubling the gentle- 
man with the inquiry as to where he learned his 
principles. That isa thing I have not the least 
concern about. What! said was that his charges 
against New England were an old story, first 
taught by the men who plotted and are now car- 
rying on the rebellion, and the gentleman is bat 
repeating them here. Where he got his prinei- 

will be a matter of the least concern to us of 
ew England, who have no disposition to follow 
them out or adopt them. ‘The charges which he 
brings against New England to-day can be found, 
in hac verba, in the speeches of southern nullifiers 
from John Calhoun clear down to the last of them 
who took his leave of us in this House in the Con- 
gress before the present. 

Mr. COX... That will do. 

Mr: DAWES. That is all I want. 

Mr. COX. Because John ©. Cathoun-and 
those: men disfavored the idea of bounties to 
manufacturers, and also favored that of seces- 
sion, therefore his opposition to beunties is a 
fallacy like secession According to that reason- 
ing, Adam Smith wasa secessionist; and thegreat 
body of eminent men who have been true econ- 
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omists—Sismondi, McCulloch, Cobden, and in- 
cluding even the venerable Dr. Wayland—who 
have laid down the doctrine which | have to-da 
advanced, must all be, regardless of the foolish 
anachronism, secessionists! Such is the result of 
the sapient argumentation of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. Daniel Webster himself advo- 
eated free trade once for New England, and John 
C. Calhoun advocated protection. As Webster 
was for free trade, he was a secessionist, I sup- 
pose! The principles which I have applied to 
the facts stated do not depend upon who have 
announced them, but upon theirtruth. If thoge 
men in rebellion have argued in favor of truth on 
one subject, am I to’ give it up? If the devil 
should telf the truth, am Ito deny it? The gen- 
tleman himself may; but he yields to the devil 
when he does it. Ido not; therefore I do not 
—_ to the gentleman, Neither is it true that'l 

ave copied in‘this argument the speeches Of 
southern nullifiers in hac verba. No argument 3 
on the tariff has ever been made-on the basis of 
the census of 1860, and in connection with and ia 
relation to‘our paper money system. I venture to 
say that these views are as new as they are true. 

Phe CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Senencn.) The 
hour of the gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hopé the gentleman will 
be allowed to conclude. ' 

Unanimous consent being given, 

Mr. COX proceeded, as follows: 

It may not be gratifying to the gentleman, but 
I propose to prove all I said, and shall exhibit, Ds 
without fear of the charge of secession, the inter- be 
ests of Massachusetts which enjoy the protective 
bounties of the Federal Government at the ex- a 
pense of the people of other portions of the Union. : 

Capital invested and production of Massachu- eS 
setts in the following manufactures in 1860: 

Captal invested. ‘Production. 
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NES os covnsexes iO $38,300,000 36,745,864 
PP rrtiiiiti ree 10,179,500 12,781,514 of 
Go ck csdesdhenccgstan . 10,540,056 ; 
Boots and shoes........05 e065 11,169,277 46,440,209 
Fisheries}..... Uses Te dee e Wes - 9,300,542 ¥ 
$54,648,777 115,622,185 ee 
In all manufactures.........+ 133,000,000 266,000,000 ae 
*Cotton manufacture in New et 
Hainpshire, owned mainly in r 
Massachusetts, should be 
ne PEELE TET TD +++ _ 13,780,000 16,661,531 
¢ Capital not given in the census tables. 


In ‘he above exhibit the House can see what 
immense interests Massachusetts possesses which 
enjoy protection and bounty,and why it is her 
Representatives are so sensitive when we of other 
States undertake to call her to account for her wn- 
——- gains. By applying the principle of 
calculation herein before applied to the man- 
ufacturing interests of the whole country, it can 
be ascertained how much in dollars and cents 
Massachusetts unjustly abstracts in the form of 
pag bounties from the people of the Union. 

or, in view of this exhibit, can any one be sur- 
prised that Massachusetts, located in a rigorous 
climate and possessed of a sterile soil, should ac- 
cumulate wealth more rapidly than any other 
State. 

We close our view of the operations of the 
tariff and sg money system by appending 
sundry tables showing some of the leading un- 
protected products, contrasting the New England 
and western States. Perhaps my friend from 
Massachusetts may think before I am done, that 
the census was taken in Massachusetts by seces- 
sionists. © 








UNPROTECTED PRODUOTS. ,a we: 
Lumber. ; 
New England Stateé.....6-0.. 000+ escscesees $12,099,895 ; 
Western States.........00+ eee Gop ne ade ecccece 33,274,793 : 
Cattle 
New England States. Head. Western States. Heed. 
Maine t. :.....00 esos 377,067 I linvis.........++- 1,505, 
New Hampshire ... 264467 liiftana..... 2... Ms 
Massachusetts..... -279,914. lowa........ eaaces 204 
Vermont...... ..+6: O17 ‘Kativis....°....2.. 87,800 
Rhode Island....... 39,105 Kentucky.......+. 836,059 
Connecticut....... 9907 Mictligan.......... 534,267 


———  Minuesota......... 119,006 
1,867,577 Missourl.... .....-1,108,984 





8,130,711 | 
In New England States... .. 4... evee+ssesees o-1G67,377 ! 
Balance in favor.of western States..... .....-.+6,565,304 


a ee 
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New England States. No. 

Mainé.........+0++ 54,783 
New Hampshire.....-51,935 
Vermont ...--+ceeees 49,443 
Mareachusetts..... + .73,948 
Riiode Island........ 17,478 
Connecticut .........75,10 





322,697 


Number in New England States.............-. 


Batance in favor of western States...... 


Western States. No. 

[ilinois......+++--2,279,72 
Indiana. ..........2,498,528 
LOWE seseceeeseese B2LIG) 
Kansas...., eeosee 128,309 
Kentucky..... ++ «62,330 505 
Michigan......... 374,75% 
Minnesota........ 101,252 
Missouri ...... ..++2,354,425 
OMI. ac eses coves 6B, h75,623 
Wistonsin......... 333,957 


13,498,328 
322,697 


« seees 033,975,631 





Value of Slaughtered Animals, 


New England States. Value. 
Maine...ser eens $2,780,179 


Western States. 
Lilinois ...++ «+++ $15,159,343 









Value. 








New Hampshire.. 3,787,500 Indiana........ 9,592,322 

Vermont ....4... 2,549,001 Towa.......66.. 4,403,463 

Massachuectts.... 2,915,045 Kansas.......+. 547,450 

Rhode Island.... 713,725 Kentucky ...... 11,640,740 

Connecticut..... 3,181,992 Micliigan..,.... 4,080,720 

—_—————_—«s Minnesota ...... 732,418 

$15,927,442 Missouri........ 9,844,449 

ae) ON LN... oe oe 14,295,972 

Wisconsin...... 3,368,710 

73,853,587 

Value in New England States...... socecedess 15,927,442 

Balance in favor of western States,......... + «$97,796,145 

Wheat, 
New England States, Bushels, Western Slates, Bushels. 

Maine....ccccree evee 233,877 Allinvis....o... 24,159,500 
New liampashire..... 238,966 Indiana...... »« 15,219,120 | 

VEIMONT. 6,6 cece aces 431,127 lowa.......... 8,435,205 

Miaseachusetts....... 119,783 Kansas........ 168,527 

Rhode Island.......- 1,131 Kentucky...... 7,394,415 

Connecticut,......+. 431,127 Michigan...... 8,313,185 

———— Minnesota,.... 2,195,812 

1,456,011 Missouri....... 4,327 586 

Sats CMOS soc nctisk 14,592,570 

Wisconsin .... 15,812,625 

100,656,545 

Bushel# raised in New England States.... .. 1,456,011 

Balance in favor of western States.......... 99,200,534 


Indian Corn. 


























New England States. Bushels. Western States. Bushels. 
Maine oversee ccvvesces 1,646,071 Lllinois......+. 115,296,779 
New Hampsiire..... 1,414,628 Indiana..... . 69,641,591 
Vasmadt....c<c<sesrs 1,463,020 Llowa......- « 41,116,994 
Magsachusetts....... 2,157,063 Kansas....... 5,678,004 
Rhode island ........ 458,912 Kentucky..... 64,043,633 
Connecticut....... -. °§24,857  Michigan..... 12,152,110 
-- Minuesota..., 2,987,570 
7,564,551 Missouri...... 72,092,157 
: wa IO. . ca cccene 70,637,140 
Wiscousin.... G5, 20 
462,012,098 
Bushels raised in New England States........ 7,564,551 
Balance in favor of western States...... ve ee eh04, 447,547 
Butter. nara 
New England States. Pounds. Western Stutes. Pounds. 
Maine ......+... 11,687,781 Illinois...... «++ 28,937,516 
New Hampshire. 6,996,764 Indiana,... 17,934,767 
Vermont........ 15,001,834 LOWa.....eeese+ 11,526,002 
Massachusetts... 8,297,996 Kansas......... 1,012,775 
Rhode Isiand.... 1,014,856 Kenuicky....... 11,716,609 
Connecticut,.... 7,620,912 Mictigau ....... 14,660,384 
—— Minnesota...... 2,961,501 
51,180,083 Missuuri.....s.. 12,704,837 
UNI no oe ono 2. Wy 490,745 
Wisconsin...... 13,651,053 
164,991,279 
Made in the New England States............. 51,180,083 
Balance in favor of western States..........- 113,811,196 
Cheese. 
New England States. Powids, Western States. Pounds. 
TES ones cates -. 1,799,862 Llinois...... .... 1,595,358 
New Hampshire... 2,293,002 tmdiana.......... 369,574 
Vermont........+ 8,077,089 lowa...... 66.2... SUL RO 
Massachusetis .,. 5,294,000 Kansas.y........ 28,053 
Rhode Istand..... 177,252 Kentucky......%. 190,400 
Connecticui....,. 3,898,411 Michigau ,....,.. 2,009,064 
————— Mirnerota....... 198,904 
21,479;396 Missouri... 1.07. s59'633 | 
ast, MP cnccnnceses » 23,758,733 
Wisconsin....... 1,104,459 
30,615,403 
Made in the New EBugland States............. 21,479,396 
Balance in favor of westerh States........2... 9,136,107 
New England States. Western States. 
Lumber, value. .$12,099,895 Lumbet, value ..$33,274,793 
Cartie, head..... 1,567,377 Cattle, head..... 8,130,711 
Swine, number.. 222,697 Swine, number.. 13,498,328 
ao ws so Slaughtered ani- 
niais, Value, ,.g15,927,44 mals, value....$73,663,587 
Wheat, bushels... 1,456,011 _ Wheat, pushoias 100,6587545 


Indianceorn,bush — 7,564,551 
Butter, pounds... 51,180,083 
Cheese, pounds, 21,479,396 





Indian corn, bush.462,012,098 
Cheese, pounds . .30,615,403 
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Balance in favor of western States. 


Lumber, value .. os 0+ccececevecces cesece saves oG2ls204,898 
SNe, DERE «600.000.0089 600000000000 epdonccescs , Clbagnet 
Swine, number..... ovveuvee Sonvevscvepees epee 13,475,621 
Slaughtered animals, value ...........06 66666 657,796,145 
Wheat, bushels.... veseeevess 99,200,534 


oe OO eee eee ee we eee 


Indian Corn, WUshels.. o++..seeseeeeseses « eee44,447,547 || 


Butter, pounds ...ceesceccerecceescees ceseeeeedldyol 1,196 
Cheese, pounds... .sseescseeseceees 9,136,107 


Ciassification of States and Territories according to the 


Census of 1860, 

N. England Middie Western Southern Pacifie 
States. States. States. States. States. 
Maine, N. York, Ohio, Virginia, N. Mexico, 

N.Hamp’e, Penn’a, Indiana, N.Caro’a, Utah, 
Vermont, N. Jersey, Michigan, 8. Caro’a, California, 


Maseac’tts, Delaware, Illinois, Georgia, 
Wiscon’n, Florida, 
Minnes’a, Alabama, 
lowa, Louisiana, 
Missouri, Texas, 
Kentuc’y, Mississippl, 
Kansas, Arkansus, 
Nebraska. Tennessee. 


Value of Cotton Manufactured in 1860. 
New England States............... ae Odeo $80,301,535 


Oregon. 
Connecti’t. Dist. Cot, 


Middle States .....5 cc. ccc cece cessseceseses REQTZ AI 
Southern Stated ,....cscescccereseeveveveves 7,172,293 
Wr NRE TONES oc c.doinc ons 0n0cccennbe, sbseennd 1,391,987 
Aggregate......... Sielcdcccctcvovccece ses QEIOOR 
Massachusetts ...... cscs seccccsesevece 004. RR B36,745,864 


New Hampshire, (owned chiefly in Mass.).... 16,661,531 





$53,407,395 


In consequence of the diminished supply of 
cotton thie branch of manufacture has consider- 
ably fallen off, but to what extent 1 have not the 
means of calculating. . 


Value of Woolen Manufactures in 1860, 


New England States,.......-+0+eeeseslee so +00G38,509,080 
BESRGTO WONNOD 0cccs cescne vccces cases ncseces MIEEEED 
Bonthern States. ....cccccscccsccosesescceses Bay 

Western States ......cccceee. cececcceesessece 3,718,092 


++ +00 0G68,69),963 
In Massachusetts... 0... 0... ceeeee cece cece s 0M 8,030,000 





Aggregate........+ Pevececcesecccsce.os 


Since 1860, stimulated by the diminished sup- 
ply of cotton goods, the woolen manufactures of 
the country have been more than doubled. In 
relation to the increase of the woolen manufacture 
in the United States, the Boston Shipping List, 
under date of December 11, 1863, thus remarks: 


* We have lately called attention to the rapid increase of 
woolen machinery and the questionable policy of intro- 
ducing woolen machinery into cotton mills now idle. ‘The 
rush for woolens fur some time past is starting up new 
mills in all directions. Lt is estimated that there has been 
added within the past eighteen mouths about 1,000 sets, an 
increase of 40 per cent., and manufacturers of machinery 
are (ull of contracts for several months in advance. ‘The 
above does not include the woolen machinery in operation 
in Pennsylvania and other parts of the United States, 
which was not Iess than 1,000 sets eighteen months since, 
and the increase has doubtless been quite equal to the in- 
crease in the New —— States. ‘Lhe product of ailthe 
machinery is estimated at (rom $135,000,000 to $150,000,000 
worth of goods per aunum.” 


Value of Boots and Shoes made in 1860. 
New England States.......0.s.0sseeseesenees $54,767,077 
22,588. 


Middle States... se.0cceeceeenserenerceseeees 291 
Southern Statessesececerecensecececeseceseees 2,729,527 
Western States...ss.eecesesececceeeecees eee 9,465,205 





Aggregate .s....acsevssecsceese donsnyssvenseQQO 540,000 


[te Massachusetts, «sec sees ceeecececeee ce eve 046,440,762 











Value of Leather manufactured in 1860. 
New England Suates.-asransrtnrr tres se se se oP SECT 


Middle States... ccccccccccec cece sees sstecees 


7 
Southern States. Os ive cece ed ceed ecceeeee 4,074,406 
Western States. .cs.incecsess cereeeceeseeeees 5,080,457 
Pacific States..0..0 seen sadies cerpecieeencces d0lsM69 


Ajgregate 220000 2908084 TSI 


Velue ef manufactured Clothing in 1860. 
Whole amount... ee ee ere te weer er eee eee +» + +§64,002,975 
For product of each Syate see Preliminary Report of Cen- 
sus for 1860, page 175. “a 
Value of Paper manufactured in 1860. 
AMOUR. on cdecscvcsercdesvoesteds + sos wale Je +4 17,500,000 
_ Gengua Report, page 191, x 
Value of Soap and Candles manufactured in 1880. 
Amo Re cee ee ee neo 0 Q1T,000;000 
Value of India-rubber goods made in 1860, 
AMOUNE iS ec cece cee gceeeen cece cecets canes ofp FaOO00 
Census Report, page 185. ' 
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Discriminations in favor of the Manufacturer. 
Articles used in manufacturing, with duty annexed, under 
the tariff of 1862: , 


Rate of duty. 
COWwhides, TAW .....ececcsecsescerecseseeee LO percent. 
Weer os ica ide cs obs Ol ivehescccccciseces 


DiRMIOAS . 60 ccccvddecccseccsiéseowccossssccee § és 
GOat-KKINA, FAW ..ccccsesccecccesssnccscecs. 10 66 
Dyewood, extract of...... ec ceep o, ku 
SPOR cc cuat caccan nccebeUi004s be0cce essences BP ‘6 
Hatter’s ftir, cleaned ....5. ci ccc. ecccsccsese IS ss 
Lastings for shoes, &C......ccsceecesecesses LO * 
Sumach......se+e ; 





ow scvvvcccevesescecoess wn JQ. & 


Hare skins, undressed.....-.sseeseeeeeeeeees 10 6 
Hides, pickled ......ccccasecccscccccccccecss 10 ~ 
66. Faw... ccccevcccede seuececccccescs 1M | 66 
66 malted ..cccvcccscccccdccccescvesesoowe IY) & 


India rubber, unmanulactured.......ss.0005. LO 

= $6 MK OF... Use cece di deve cesses 10° 6 
PCH. sce cescceccecccpeseccenevccs socvcces JO $8 
Pa ds SOOPER ok ibn Cay. WOT. Fos decd 8S 66 
Reindeer skins, raw.......c.eseecsnercecseee 10. 





PIE cethd cinais obanpeys 290 vce bn evedw ened oie aer 
Sheep-skins, in the Wool....s.s.eerecseeeree 10 & 
oe. goo a At 2 
DN 50. ceed UWE ot obits doee bets | SD 
Skimpy pokes vesicses cesscndecceccsesccsse WO. & 
F, . Beta locense 0002406t> cen s ptensssenaee, Aci 
‘¢ fur, raw Of undressed........-....55. WW + 
+ "WER UNE bs cutasceecccocaecctcces 20 $6 


BOdAASN 6. ee cecececscccvereecccscccsessces MeO 
Muriatic acid... 2.0000 cccocccescesahéeicaces 10 
DE eth one ncentiheraninted manera: ee 
Rags for the manufacture of paper............ free. 
“Hair of alpaca goats, and of other animais un- 

> known, costing 18 cents per pound........ 5 
Wool, where the value is jess than 18 cents 

OF, DOME s ona obecnsccon.cehedvatenbecnetec 

COE, BB PIG DUNE cc an chosecseticsccsestpotess 10 4 4. 

This last duty on wool admits a large portion 
of the raw matcrial used by the woolen manu- 
facturer substantially free. In 1863 there was im- 
ported into the United States 71,882,128 pounds, 
costing $12,290,630, averaging less than 17 cents 
per pound, ‘The duty therefore on the yeaitly 
imported was about 8} mills per pound. The 
wool is of very fair grade, although dirty. It 
comes directly in competition with the American 
wool-grower. It is a discrimination in favor of 
the manufacturer against the farmer. And upon 
this quantity imported the manufacturer, charges 
upon the consumer the 4formous bounty which 
the combined tariff and paper-money systems 
enable him to charge. 

I have shown ‘to what an enormous extent 
labor is being robbed by the unjust discrimina- 
tions in favor of the privileged few. We punish 
the robbery of ane individual by another. We 
hang those who take human life with malice pre- 
pense. But what shall we say of a Government 
which robs one class by wholesale, to gratify the 
avarice of another, or of a Congress which takes 
away from the laboring poor the ‘* means where- 
by they live,” which is life itselfto them? Even 

olitical economy, rising outof its unimpassioned 
ogic into the higher sphere of moral science, con- 
templates the existence of such outrages only to 
denounce them with indignation. rat great and 
good man to whom I have referred, and from 
whose pe Llearned the lessons of political econ- 
omy and moral science, Dr.Wayland, thus ana- 
lyzes, reprehends, and pictures the consequences 
of such oppressive legislation ag that now pro- 
posed. He says: , 

“The t of property may be violated by society. It 
sometimes happens that society or government, which is its 
agent, though it may prevent the infliction of wrong by in- 
dividuals upon individuals, is itself by no means averse to 
inflicting wrong or violating the right of individuals. This 
is done where Governments seize upon the, property of 
individuals by mere arbitrary act, a form. of tyranny with 
which all the nations of Europe were of old too well ac- 
quainted. Ltis also done by unjust legislation ; that is, 
when legislators, how well soever chosen, enact unjust 
laws by which the property of a part or of the whole is un- 
justly taken away, or unjustly ed to oppressive tax - 
ation 


$ OF, the sooepeamenes aaieh pein eeaee » 
sion. Pitdtinks apie die aca people b infietin ig Wrong 
through means of an ageticy which sole 
purpose of preventing ' and which was intended to be 
the ultimate and faithful refuge of the frlewdless.. When the 
antidote to evil becomes the soneee ¢ Ste what bope tor 
man is left? Wheu society itselt's See ree 
tion, what'sliall prevent the individuals of the ye liromn 


' 


5 “ 
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that wars may keep the most enterprising and in- 
dustrious nation always poor; and that had Great 
Britain not expended in wars the incalculable 
sums—salmost cqual to our own expenditures— 
which the past hundred years might otherwise 
have added to her operative capital, there would 
hardly hae remained the recollection of poverty 
onhershores, * ; 

We aré pursuing her career, with this differ- 
ence, that in war we are our own enemies: while 
we are exhausting our foe we are exhausting our- 
selves. Weare approaching the abysses of pov- 
erty, therefore, inconceivably faster than ever 
England did. 

No scheme like the present and proposed tariff 
was ever before devised in this or any other 
country which accelerates a nation to so sure a 
downfall. No scheme ever operated so thoroughly 
and rapidly to transfer wealth from the pockets 
of the many to those of the few; from the hands 
of labor to the coffers of capital, and ‘that, too, 
without a particle of consideration. If this sys- 
tem shall continue in operation even for the small 
period of five years it will change the whole face 
of society in this country; ner can I fail to see 
that the rich, who are rioting in the honest gains 
of the poor man, may share with the poor the 
horrors of that. future. If-in this once happy 
and prosperous land poverty rises in its ghastly 
multitudes to cut the throat of wealth and then 
gash itself in the wild impatience of its own 
hard fate, let the authors of this war and its un- 
equal burdens bear the crime and curse, and seek 
such mercy as Heaven may grant to those who 
despoil the poor for the gratification of their un- 
hallowed avarice. Gradually we are approach- 
ing that terrible future. This iniquitous. tariff 
system is accomplishing the results aimed at by 
the leaders of old Federalism—the distinctions of 
classes, the subjugation of labor to capital, the 
degradation of the masses, and the inauguration 
of a concentrated and strong Government. 

Hence, said I not truly that this question in- 
volved the problem of liberty? For the party in 
power, in addition to their oppressive taxation, 
strike at the individuality and independence of the 
States—the great distinctive and conservative feat- 
ure of our national system, and which is abso- 
lutely essential to the preservation of the liberties 
of the people. They have established a paper- 
money banking system, under the control of the 
General Government, which concentrates power 
in the Administration for the time being, and gives 
it control over the net and pecuniary inter- 
ests of the people. They expend the people’s 
money without scruple or stint, never listening to 
the suggestions of economy nor the admonitions 
of prudence, nor heeding the sufferings which fol- 
low from the burdens of taxation. Here they 
vote appropriations for every conceivable project, 
constitutional ornot. They squander the public 
lands, one of the sources of revenue which can 
help to relieve the people from taxation, on every 
conceivable project suggested by speculation. 
They support and edacate at the expense of the 
people the negroes whom they have set free in 
violation of the Constitution. They boldly and 
shamelessly bring the power of the national Gov- 
ernment, both civil and military, in conflict with 
the freedom of elections and the liberty. of the 
press. They virtually suppress these great fran- 
chises of the American people. In short, the party 
in power has instituted a crusade of perfidy against 
the institutions of the country and the liberties of 
the people, which they preach with exulting and 
shameless audacity, on the pretext of preserving 
the Union! 

As the re concomitant of these acts we 
—_ this — stem on ~ ee is om be thrust.on 

e patience of a hitherto long-forbearing people. 
Will they meekly bow to this new ecient It 
may be that there is no retributive justice in 
Heaven. We cannot, however, yét believe that 
the almighty Ruler of nations has abandoned our 
of the Baten nt ip. 4he caprice and wickedness 
of t the, party in power. oti 
thrones, supported by aubelena authority, oad 
in the lapse of time been shaken and have.fallen 
before the wrath of the Supreme Avenger, man- 
ifested through the awful might and passion of 
outraged peoples. Such is the lesson of history. 
Warned by such , the men now in power 








t re- 
ve vengeance which their crimes against 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





our country and constitutional liberty so justly 


merit. 

Mr. BLAINE. It has grown to be a habit in 
this. House, Mr. Chairman, to speak of New 
England as a unit, and in assailing the New Eng- 
land States to class them together, as has been 
done to-day by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cox] throughout his entire speech. In response 
to such attacks, each particular Representative 
from a New England State might feel called upon 
to defend the whole section. For myself, sir, l 
take a different view. 1 have the honor torepre- 
sent in part only one State, the State of Maine, 
and I have no more to do with the local and par- 
ticular interests of the rest of New England than 
with any other State in the Union. The other 
New England States are ably represented on this 
ficor, — it would be officious and arrogant in me 
toattempt to speak forthem. But when the gentle- 
man from Ohio presumes to charge here that the 
State [ represent receives from Federal legislation 
any undue protection to her local interests, he 
either ignorantly or willfully misrepresents the 
case so grossly,that for ten minutes | will occupy 
theatiention of the House in correcting him. 

If the gentleman from Ohio who has given us 
such a learned lecture on political economy were 
at all well posted in regard to the industrial pur- 
suits of the people of Maine he would know that 
two great and leading interests are lumber and 
navigation. Now will the gentleman, be good 
enough to tell the House what protection is ex- 
tended by the laws of the United States to the 
lumber interest? At no time in our history, sir, 
did lumber receive more than a feeble protection, 
and even that was taken away ten years ago by 
the gentleman’s political associates when they 
formed the reciprocity treaty, and thus broke 
down the only barrier we had and threw in the 
whole lumber product of the British provinces to 
compete with ust And in regard to our great in- 
terest of navigation will the gentleman be good 
enough to tell the House when a shipis launched 
from a Maine ship-yard to engage in the com- 
merce of the world what protection is given b 
the United States Jaws against competition wi 
foreign bottoms? Not mpaeieite sir. Thesetwo 
great leading interests of my State derive no ad- 
vantage from Federal legislation, while one of 
them has been very greatly damaged by thetreaty- 
making power of the Federal Government. Ido 
not hesitate to declare here to-day that the State 
of Ohio has upon her products and her manufac- 
tures ten dollars of protection from Federal legis- 
lation where Maine has twenty-five cents. 

But, sir, let ustake another view of this matter. 
The State of Maine consumes every year five 
hundred thousand barrelssof flour, all of which 
with a very trifling exception is brought from the 
West, and a large proportion, I presume, from the 
State of Ohio. Now if the gentleman’s logic be 
good, it would be a very admirable idea for this 
country to so change its domestic industry as to 
detach the six hundred thousand people of Maine 
from their present pursuits and convertthem into 
producers instead ofconsumers of breadstuffs and 
provisions. And let this change be made through- 
outall the manufacturing and commercial districts 
of the Union, converting the five million consum- 
ers into producers ef grain and meats, and the 
withering effect on the gentleman’s State and on 
the entire West woyld be too apparent to require 
a speech of an hour and a half to demonstrate it. 
Sir, | am tired of such talk as the gentleman from 
Ohio has, indulged in to-day, and in so far as it 
includes my own State as being a pensioner upon 
the General Government or dependent upon the 
bounty of any other State, I hurl back the charge 
with scorn. If there be a State in this Union 
that can say with truth that her Federal connec- 
tion confers no special benefit ofa material char- 
acter, that Stateis Maine. And yet, sir, no State 
is more attached tothe Federal Union than Maine. 
Her, affection. and her pride are centered in the 


Union, and God knows she-has contributed of | 


her hest.blood and treasure without stint in sup- 
porting the war for the Union; and she will dose 
to the.end. . But she resents, and 1, speaking for 
her, resent. the insinuation that she-derives any 
undue advantage from Federal legislation or that 
she gets.a single dollar that she does not pay back, 
As co with Ohio, whence this slander 
comes, | repeat, sir, that Maine receives from Fed- 
eral legislation no protection worth reckoning, 


Mr. COX. I beg leave to correct the gentle- 
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man. He could not have made these remarks if 
he had listened attentively to my speech. I re- 
ferred to the lumber interest only to show that it 
was upprotected. My remark, therefore, was in 
favor of the gentleman’s State. I said, the lum- 
ber interest of the West by the census of 1860 
amounted to over $33,000,000, while that of New 
England, was only about, $12,000,000, Henee 
lumber was unprotected. 

Mr. BLALNE. The gentleman arraigned the 
New England States, and I did not hear him make 
ang exeaption- : 

Mr. COX, I did arraign New England as a 
whole, but not in regard to the lumber interest. 

Mr. BLALNE. I would like to know in_re- 
gard to what interests the gentleman arraigns my 
State? 

Mr. COX. I named ten articles on which they 
have special protection. 

Mr. BLAINE. Willthe gentleman name one 
article on which the State of Maine has especial 
protection, only one; that is all | ask for. 

_.Mr. COX. I will say to the gentleman that I 
made no reference particularly to the State of 
Maine, 

Mr. BLAINE. But the State of Maine is in , 
New England, and the gentleman’s sweeping 
charges were ageinet New England as a whole. 

r X. I gave the statistics of cotton, 
woolen, and iron manufactures,,clothing, &c. If 
any of these are in Maine, my remarks will ap- 
ply. Maine generally sustains the rest of New 
England in her exactions, 

Mr. BLAINE. Why, sir, your own State is 

rotected in iron to the amount of millions of dol- 
ars more on that single article than Maine ever 
received on all her products together. 

Mr, COX. It does not necessarily follow that 
I am to stand up for one particular interest in my 
State if I deem it against the general interests of 
the whole State, or militates a just principle of 
taxation. . P 

Mr. BLAINE. No, sir; but the gentleman 
comes up here and classifies the States of the 
Unionas ‘ protected’’ and ‘* unprotected”’ States, 
and he puts my State in the ‘ protected’’ class, 
while the most youthful page on this floor who 
has studied Mitchell’s Geography knows tliat 
the gentleman’s own State derives from the Gen- 
eral Government an immeasurably larger degree 
of protection for her local interests than the State 
of Maine does. And I tell thegentleman that he 
shall not with impunity include my State in his 
wholesale slander. 

I observe, sir, that a great deal has been said 
recently in. the othet end of the Capitol in regard 
to the fishing bounties, a portion of which is paid 
to Maine. I have a word to say on that matter, 
and I may as well say ithere. According to. the 
records of the Navy Department, the State of 
Maine has sent into the naval service since the 
beginning of this war six thousand skilled sea- 
men, to say nothing of the trained and invalua- 
ble officers she has contributed to the same sphere 
of patriotic duty. For these men the State hae 
received no credit whatever on her quotas for the 
Army. If youwill calculate the amount of bounty 
that would have been paid to that number of men 
had they enlisted in the Army, instead of enter- 
ing the Navy as they did without bounty, you 
will find it will foot up a larger,sum,than Maine 
has received in fishing bounties for the past twen- 
ty years, Thus, sir, the original propositionopr - 
which fishing bounties were granted—that they 
would build up a hardy and skillful class of mar- 
iners for the public defense in time of public dan- 
ger—bhas been made good,.a hundred and a thou- 
sand fold by the experience and the developments 
of this war. 

Thus much, sir, [have felt called upon to say 
in response to the elaborate and egrefully pre- 
pared speech of the gentleman from Ohio. Lhave 
spoken in vindication of a State that.is.as inde- 
pendent and as proud as any within the limits of 
the Union. . -b have spoken for a.people as high, 
toned and.as honorable as can be,found in the 
wide world, L.have spoken for a particular class 
—many, of them my..constituents—who are as 
manly and as brave as ever faced the ocean’a 
storms. .And so long, sir, as 1 hnve.a seat on 
this floor the eof Maine shall not, be slan- 
dered by the gentleman from Vhio, or by gentle- 
men from any other Suate. 
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Mr. GRINNELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
to yield to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. GRINNELL. 1 yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. . 

Mr. DAWES, I do not desire to enter into 
any controversy with the gentleman from Olio, 
or to undertake to make any invidious compari- 
sons between States; or, with the gentleman from 
Maine, to select my State out from afy share of 
the opprobrium sought to be heaped on New 
England. For one,asarepresentative from Mabs- 
sachusetts, | am perfectly willing that my State 
shall take it all. Massachusetts has the honor 
of having always been, while the ‘rébeflion was 
brewing, the best hated State in the Union; and 
so long as she maintains that honor for the same 
reason that gave-it to her, | am perfectly content 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] assumed 
this morning, for the first time, to deal in facts. 
1 do not know that he has ever before attempted 
to play that réle. His réle-has always been gen- 
eral denunciation. | suggest to him the propriety 
of consulting the authorities from which he ‘has 
derived his figurés a little more carefully than he 
has done. He has attempted here,.with an array 
of figures, to show that New England, or, as my 
friend (Mr. Bratwe] prefers not to have Maine 
counted in, Maesachusetts, and Rhode Island 
where his old teacher of political economy lives, 
have not only got all the special legislation in 
their favor at the expense of the West—and I 
suppose the gentleman means his own district par- 
ticularly—but that they have not furnished their 
share of men and money. Massachusetts alone 
has the honor of being singled out, by name, by 
the gentleman from Ohio, and | congratulate 
Massachusetts on the fact that no other State is 
deemed worthy of this renewal, this reviving of 
the old and stale calumnies on New England, as 
a State which has not furnished hershare of men 
in this war. Well, sir, that was the charge 
brought by a South Carolina rebel against Mas- 
sachusetts, touching her share in the Revolution; 
but when the figures were turned to it was found 
that Massachusetts had furnished four soldiers 
to the revolutionary war for every one furnished 
by the State from which the charge originated. 

Now, my friend from Ohio says that Massachu- 
setts fatis short of her share about twenty-one 
thousand men. Now, let me just correct the gen- 
tleman in this statement, and I will not detain the 
House longer. Massachusetts, in a settlement 
made on the Ist day of May with the Provost Mar- 
shal General of the United States, after being al- 
lowed fifteen thousand men whom she hassentinto 
the'Navy, was found to be behind her quota four 
thousand instead of twenty-one thousand, as the 
gentiemancharges. And, sir, Massachusetts has 
not only sent to the Navy fifteen thousand men, 
but fifteen hundred of these mén have béen sent 
from asingle town; while the State of Ohio—and 
I suggest this to my friend from the Columbus 
district—was ten thousand men’behind her quéta 
at the same time when my distinguished friend 
was arraigning the State of Massachusetts. 

Now, let me call the attention of the House to 
the amount which Ohio, with fineteen Repre- 
sentatives pon this floor, pays for the support of 
this Governmentin this warin the shape of taxes 
as compared with what Se with 
ten Representatives upon this floor. Masiachiu- 
setts in ten months paid in the shape of ‘taxes 
$4,850,000; while Ohio for the same period of 
time, with nearly double her population, and with 
more than twice thé same amount of minerals, of 
real estate, ahd of the substantial wealth of the 
country, pays a less amount Of tax. Ihave be- 
fore me the exact figures, which ate as’ follows: 
Massachusetts in ten months paid in taxes, 
$4,830,500 86; Ohio, for the same period, paid 

217,480 70; making KN Wifference in favor OF 

assachusetts of $1,613,020 16. 

And now let me ask what js the comparative 
amount pie by my district and by the district of 
the gentieman who now arraigns Massachusetts 
upon this floor. My district forthe same period 
of tén months paid ,000; the gentlemah’s dis- 
trict a $106,493 70; making a difference’ of 
$386, ‘ 

Now, ‘sir, I do hot care to make thoae com 





isons; they ought not to be made hore. When! | 


should be found arraigning any of the States of 
this Union in this cmnehgeyT would, ‘th ‘thy 


judgment, be found departing from my duty here; 
and I only refer to these figures to show the gen- 
tleman from Ohio what little ground there is for 
standing up here and asking the indulgence of the 
House for an extension of time for the purpose of 
arraigning a sister State of this Union upon false 
charges which he Wrings in here. 

I have no disposition to enter upon any such 
system of arraignment as this, nor into any com- 

rison between the different States of this Union. 

he State of Massachusetts is ready.to bear her 
full share of the blood and treasure whith are to 
be expended in this war. She has no drop of 
blood, she has no dollar of treasure ‘which is not 
consecrated to the salvation of this country; she 
shed the first blood. in this war, and she is ready to 
shed the last. CUme weal come Woe, come pover- 
ty come riches, she will turn her Back hever upon 
the flag which floats over your head. She cares 
not whetlier the gentleman’s district or the gen- 
tleman’s State shall be behind or before her; u 
to the measure of her ay Mei consecrates all 
her energies to carrying this Government through 
this great struggle. & 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 simply Wantto suggest that 
the 18th of April was before the 19th, and'as 
Pennsylvania blood was shed on the 18th of Apri, 
I state to the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
the first blood shed in this war was that of a col- 
ored ‘man from Pennsylvania. | expect to repeat 
this fact until it will be recognized by Massachu- 
setts men asa fact. eee) 

Mr. GRINNELL. I yielded a portionof my 
time to the gentleman who has preceded me (Mr. 
Dawes] for the purpose of correcting the state- 
ments of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Cox.] 
Sir, let me add I have heard of the sophistry of 
figures, and before proceeding to discuss this sub- 
ject as | intended I shall call the attention of the 
Howse to some figures which ate fourid in this 
volume published by Congfess in regard to my 
own section of country, which the gentleman from 
Ohio has seen fit to misrepresent and traduce upon 
this floor. 

If we are to take the statements of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio we in the West area set of 
nomads, a half-civilized, barbarous race, raising 
nothing but corn, wheat, and pork for our sup- 
port. Now, sir, here is a fact in regard to the 
manufactories of the western States. While I 
find that New England has four hundred and fifty- 
three manufactories, and the middle Statés seven 
hundred and forty-eight, the wéstern States have 
four hundred and ‘seventy-nine tanufacturing 
establishments. It will be observed, theréfore, 
that the western States had some twenty or thirt 
manufactories more than New England in 1860, 
and have increased ‘fifty per cent. the last four 
years. The people of New England and Penn- 
sylvania are denounced as vampires, feeding upon 
the wealth of the people of the West, enjoying 
all the benefits of Government and the new States 
none. 

Sir, I have no words which I can use to exe- 
crate sufficiently such language, in arraying the 
sections in 6pposition during a time of'war; as if 
we were not One people, descended from one stock, 
having one interest, and bound up in one destiny. 

The gentleman remarked ifthis were not & war 
measure at this time it woul produce revolution. 
1 dissent éntifely. 1 believe this tariff bill, pre- 
sented from the Committee of Ways and Means 
by the gentiéman from Vermont, [Mr. Morrm,]} 

Vnot be dssociated with the degradation sought 
to be attached to the Morrill tariff of 1861 by those 
who were fordisunion. [think that the country 
will os ete it as otie of the measures of protec- 
tion and necessary for a revenue, which will tend 
to te us Of an independence of our enemiés 
abroad. 

Thegentleman has'snid that this tariff law would 

ive to o des + all atten 
oppressive to the Wesi uth. It m 
oppteadive to the South, and I teave Bisa ton a 
swer for that sectidn. 1 would join in any meas- 
ure of Oppression ‘u the th that would 
ie to a kn of their great crime of 
. But T'shall prove that this measure at 
this time ‘will not be oppressive to the West. Tt 
wit! lend ‘us hereafter to ‘guard those interests 
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the’ getitleman assumes to speak for 
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the whole West. ‘There are six or seven States 
west of his own. They do not mean in the fu- 
ture, if I understand their domestic economy, sim- 
ply to raise grain and send it to Europe; they donot 
desire to confine themselves to raising pork and 
beef; no, sir, we mean also toencourage, increase, 
and extend our manufacturing interests, and build 
up a noble rivalry between the Mississippi and 
the Merrimac. If they can manufacture cheaper 
upon the Merrimac than we can upon the Mis- 
sissippi, then let them and not England manu- 
facture for the United States. Weare new States, 
rich in soil favored by climate, and we mean to 
invite emigrants from all nations of the earth and 
to add to our natural wealth, and make the home of 


‘manufacturing industry throughout the whole 


West. ; 

Let me say in t¢ to tariff policy, if I had 
time I could ‘show that Washington and Jeffer- 
son; and the fathers of the Republic, were in favor 
of tariff for protection in time of peace, and the 
were called statesmen. What, then, becomes Us 
now but to forget party and locality, and provide 
means to’meet our war expenses in preparation, 
I trust, for an ern of real peace and prosperity 
before unknown? 

Sir, the first gun fired at Fort Sumter, in 1861, 
seems to reverberate still. Its wide throat had 
poWerto drow much ofthe clamor of home frée 
traders, swéép ‘away the theories of peace sd- 
cieties, and move from their foundation the corner- 
stones of American slavery. The last tariff. was 
framed under the frowns of the European lords of 
the slop, the mill, and the loom; all previous 
ones Were efiacted with regard to the pee 
of free traders, in subjection to the policy of slave- 
owners ‘and on the basis of a national peace estab- 
lishment. This isa newera. Our pecuniary bur- 
dens imposed by war have brought a small com- 
pensation for suffering in a desire to escape foreign 
vassalage, and that colonial dependence whic 
was felt a Ceritury ‘ago, under restraint, by the 
policy and power of the mothercountry. It was 
then the avowed policy “to keep a watchful eye 
over the colonies, to restrain them from setting uj 
any of the manufactures which are carricd on fi 
Great Britain, and any such attempts should be 
crushed in the beginning.” The first convention 
of the colonies protested against the exercise of 
that power which compelled them to be mere pro- 
ducers of raw staples, and to make exchanges with 
their oppressors if they would enjoy the comforts 
of fabrics made by machinery. It was oppression, 
blocking up the way to colonial wealth and inde- 
pendence by placing the heavy burdens of trans- 
portation on the former and separating the pro- 
ducer from the consumer by the ocean. 

A few years preceding the Declaration of In- 
dependence the colonies ‘had resolved to cease 
buyitig foreign fabrics, and to assert their com- 
ae bret except their rights were 

ed. 
Ae early a8 1771, Benjamin Franklin, writing 
from London, expressed what I wish might be 
réad’by"évery theoretical free trader. He says: 

‘If your cduntry people Would well consider that all 

save in refusing to purchase foreign gewgaws and in 

their own apparel, being applied to the improve- 

ment of their Pipnarlany wou} r those more profit- 

able as yielding a ter ucé, I should hope they 

would ist ly in their present commendable in- 
and frugality.’’ * *~ * * 7 * 

** Every manufacturer encouraged in our country makes 
part of a market . peoeistons within ourselves, and saves 
so Mitch oe e country as must otherwise be ex- 

to pay for the manufactures hé’ supplies. Here in 

and it is well known and unde that, whenever 

a manufacture is established which 's a number of 

ands, it raises the value of lands in the nessperrng cone: 

try all around it; partly by the greater demand near at 

hand for the produce of the land, and partly by the plenty 

of money drawn by the mannfacturer to Hans past of the 

county. _ It 5 ghasePore> the interest of all cree 
and owners of | encou oung manufactures 

preference to foreign ones among us from t 

countries.” ; ra 


These philosophic observations were founded 

n a knowledge of the natural capacity of otir 
soil and spirit ofe our people, stung by the effects 
of arfogant commerce, ch was arraigned asa 
cheat. His theories have never been successfully 
controverted, and when the guide of our fe yt 
tors the country has eeratemaaente when ab- 


ured, revulsion isaster, and national 
ned . At Dn eae day, anterior th 
e on, when "s were scarcely t 


of sight of the ocean, and when in but few of the 
the methods to enhance the value of 
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of manufactures, even then it was an accepted ax- 
iom, ** population is wealth.’”’ The exception to 
this is when ae is found a low grade of civili- 
zation, and in the great cities. : 
In no country is there furnished a more strik- 
ing illustration of the relation of ation to 
wealth thanin our own. Land suited to farming 
in New England-ang in the manufacturing por- 
tions of New York and Pennsylvania is. worth 
from one to two hundred dollars the acre; that of 
the same quality on the railway in Ohio is worth 
fifty dollars the acre; in Lilinois thirty dollars; in 
lowa fifteen dollars. Thisdifference invalu 
attributable to climate, but to density of popula- 
tion which secures cheap exchanges in trade, and. 
a community @f interests which even higher rates 
of duty than those proposed in this bill would fa- 
cilitate, concentrating ee and bringing the 
operative from the Old World to our shores. - 
Franklin at the same writing expresses his 
gratification that the spirit of industry and fru- 
gality continued with the people, and ‘that the: 
merchants had notdeparted from their agreement 
of non-importation.”’. They did not,’ and com- 
merce yielded to the claim of patriotism, white 
skill and enterprise prepared a hitherto dependent 
ople to pass through the Revolation, achieving 
rst political, and later, pecuniary independence 
of their-oppressors. ‘ 
It is-a pleasing incident and relief in this time 
of party strife and national peril to find.an honor- 
able gentleman on this floor [Mr. pes a am 
the great city of the continent, not a formal sup- 
porter of the Administration, forgetting the local 
claims of commerce and: party ties to reclothe 
the policy of the philosopher of the Revolution, 
and prove the necessity of encouraging home in- 
dustry and independence of rival nations. I re- 
ret that ill health will deprive us of listening to 
is-voice on this, one of the great measures of 


Gongress, and | quote his language in a speech’ 


made onthe internabrevenue bill. Anticipating a 
high tariff, he said: 

** A bill which shall strike down that part of our foreign 
commerce which fills the land with the extravagant juxu- 
ries of the Old World, should speedily foliow this one. It 
should also establish a tariff of duties so high on other ar- 
ticles that every part of our im 


oufactoring indastry will 
spring into active and vigorous mss We hekertoene should , 
live within ourselves during the,continuance of this war,’ |) 


Referring to the sympathyof France and Eng- 
land for the rebels, he continues: 


«* We have nothing to ask from these two nations. . Their 
policy has already destroyed or rendered, useless the great- 
est commercial, marine in the world, All the injuries they 
could inflict have been inflicted. Let us, then, labor here- 
after only for the certain reéstablishment of tle American 
Union upon a basis as broad and as jong as this continent, 
se that we may ‘@stablish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defens pipe the gén- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity.’ ake you legislation conform to this 
idea, and see whata splendid spectacle the American peo- 
ple will present to the world. t the exportation of 
every dollar of gold and silver, of ¢Very bushel of grain, of 
every pound of beef and pork, or = the policy of a pro- 
hibitory tariff, and thus announce to mankind in every part 
of the globe that Americawill perpetuate her great prin- 
ciples throughout all time; and that, until the question as 
ta het power and right to doso is definitely settled, she will 
dtaw the resources for the contest in which she is engaged 
from her own broad domain, and from the inexha le 
treasury of her own people; that she will hold 
no intercourse with Peciee nations until after the war, none 
whateyer.. Sir, such a course would secure a triumphant 
success to the American arms, to American industry in its 
multifarious and render us forever independent 
of the world,??> — ’ 


The organization of the Ladies’ National Cov- 
enant Associations, founded on the pledge to 
forego the purchase of foreign fabrics during the 
war, is making practical the idea of this states- 
man. I hail this patriotic movement, with its’ 
manifold promise of an arrest in the drainof gold 
from the country and an encouragement to those 
who would wear what is simple and becoming, 
and who would encourage home industry and not 
the introduction of féreign fabrica, It is a move- 
ment which will enhance the value of our cur- 
rency and cheapen food to the Government and 
the soldier’s family. In history it will be men- 
tioned as a noble-attestation of the love of wives 
py rh 

of votees ion may decry 
to fill the coffers of eae for- 


eign enemies. Tifove of doubsful loyalty may. 


esis not: 
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lands were understood to be by the introduction 





saving from the wardrobe to make richer contri- 


butions to the hospital supplies; but sc true as 
the national exchequer is.in greater danger than 
our Army, the ladies of the ** Covenant”’ will not 
be forgotten; a will live in-history, and hava 
a remembrance for doing * what they could” 
with = and patriotic motives. r 

. If 1 might speak in the ear of fashion and to 
those reckless in expenditure as I do to those who 
can mold public opinion, | would cite as an ex- 
ample for us an historic: incident. In the time 
when E@rope was shaken with the tread of armies, 
and Prussia had: drawn the sword and thrown 
away the scabbard, the king instituted: the Order 
of. the Iron Cross to reward hiis subjects for sacri- 
fices which they were called upon to make in be- 
half of their country. These symbols were held 
agsat once the evidence of past wealth and succeed- 
os ern. and even the emperor appearedin 
public decorated with the new order. 

Then art, genius, and industry were turned into 
anew channel, The women universally went 

their precious ornaments to the public treasury 
and received in. return a beautiful ornament in 
bronze with this simple inscripson: ‘1 gave gold 
for iron, 1813." This is the ‘origin of: the iron 
crossso highly prized inevery country of Europe, 
Chivalry cannot boast of a nobler fountain of 
henor, nor fashion of a more touching memorims: 
of virtue, and it is this patriotism which is being 
imitated by our loyal women in 1864, whose cov- 
enant badge will for centuries be a record of our 

‘national grief and peril, and represent the virtues 
of those who wore them. 

Passing from this, Mr. Chairman, there are rea- 
sons why the grain States should not look on the 
policy of high duties with disfavor. You can feed 
the world, is the address often made to our local: 

vide. This has stimulated production, and we 
ve defied nature to furnish the proof that adis+ 
tant country should be the workshop and the 
new States the Egyptian granary. The drain on 
the. natural properties of the soil which pro- 
duce wheat has often been stated adthe gift of 
millions of pounds for a hundred; and nature has. 
cried out against an infraction of her laws. by 
decreasing the crop and compelling the grain- 
producer to seek the virgin soil for his home or 
diversify his labors. re 
| ‘Many pressormand on, slow to learn the lesson 
that the discriminations of trade are all against 
him who is distant from: marketand relies on the 
sale of heavy products to gaina competence. He 
| must confront these figures, ‘Taking New York 
or Boston for the market, and the average price: 
| of ourstaples for the past ten years, his corn for 
exportation is worth nothing fifty miles from a 
railroad, his wheat valueless. at one hundred 
miles, pork. at four hundred, beef at five hundred, 
wool at four thousand miles. 

Railroad markets will furnish the same com- 
parative values, which necessitate this conclusion, 
that the closer the proximity of the exchangers, 
the grower and the fabricator, producer and con- 
sumer, the greater the advantage to the former. 
Hence the ready assent to this proposition: if we 
cannot have the factory and the forge near, let us 
cherish themat home on our soil.atd not abroad, 
Wars and. blockades have done for other coun- 
tries what this war may do for us, but we can- 
not hope that until the fruits of diversified labor 
are seen that the real vassalage of the distant 
agriculturist will be apparent. 

Two fifths of the market value of the farmer’s 
grain is now expended by him in effecting a for- 
eign exchange with the manufacturer of woolen, 
cotton, leather, and: hardware, while the fabri- 
cator may reach our market with his light toncen- 
trated articles, by a transportation tax of two per 
cent. of their value. As political economists it 

becomes our duty to\redace these home burdens 

‘ove fifth, asywe may when the manufacturer: 


be on our own soil, and make a still farther: 


reduction by establishing ourartisans by the near- 
eat water-power or coal-bed. 

Let me give an illustration of the arm’s-| ' 
expenses: and exchanges. by the farmers of the 
weuietuss of a herd has ith th 

e keeper of a has an exchange with the 
bootmaker.. For a pair of boots he will pay six 
dollars, and the hide of a bullock, which he ex- 
changes fifty miles from a railroad, is worth three 


dollars. And how is this price determined? Not. 












































ee 
= <= maoennenmatinswant . 


peepee oo 


2685. 


by a tannery process in his own village, where he 
may find indigenous weeds and can bring from 
abroad concentrated tannin, but by first selling 
the hide to the country dealer, he to the merchant 
at the depot, he toa Chicago dealer, whoconsigna; 
to a commission house in New York, who finds 
a tanner for a purchaser in Greene county, New 

York, who sells to a leather dealer in New York, 

who finds a customer in a Massachusetts: boot- 
maker; who sellshis stoek to a Boston jobber, and 





he finds. a customer ina Chicago merchant, and he, 


wholesales to the town. retailer, whe supplies the, 
farmer from whom the bullock’s hide was bought: 
two years before, after the hide has paid trans~- 
portation for three thousand miles, passed through 
eleven hands, ineluding the tanner and bootmak- 
er, with a commission to each. The wonder is: 
that there is no greater disparity in the price of, 
that which he raised and that which was bought. 
It.is three dollars, and that money is obtained by 
the price of wheat in Lynn, where he fed the boot- 
maker, which would be about six bushels; thue 
the raiser of a heavy uct distant from a cus 
tomer got but halfa price for what hesold, and was 
taxed three prices, regarding his: means of pay- 
ment, for what he was. compelled to buy. Such 
exc rl se our western grain- 
cenaentege allies of the Englishman by the 
German tradesmen when they boasted that they 
bought from the Englishman the skin of a fox for. 
a groat and then sold him the tail for a shilling. 

he proposition is, too plain to require proof 
that the future wealth and independence of the 
new States is. to be found in establishing home. 
manufactures which will bring population to thet 
State, and by a diversified industry enrich rather 
than impoverish the soil, Let those who have 
no manufactures encourage a home industry, and: 
a national currency will tend to equalize interest, 
and cheap food and fuel willattract the operative, 
and all wall conspire to the eral welfare. if 
it. be said thatthis policy will depress commerce, 
I answer that it will promote: profitable home 
trade, and by it our foreign commerce will be in- 
creased and become more profitable by dealing 
in concentrated values rather than gross products: 
after.a few years of prosperity, as in France. 
Granted. that a partion of the capital now em- 
ployed in foreign commerce: should be diverted, 
that does not imply its destruction, » The money 
required to build a ship will build-a factory, and 
it is as honorable toemploy aspinner as a sailors 
while, if the history of nations proves anything, it: 
does that a people who protect their own industry: 
will enjoy the most prefitable commerce: Our 
sea-captains and merchantmen have a world-wide. 
fame; and the generosity and patriotism of gen 
tlemen who, trusting to the ocean winds and waves" 
and adventurous life, have retired with fortunes, is 
well known; batthey cannot ask us to creditthe 
ship which onty carries between a people with 
similar soil and climate: ag the great producer, 
nor can the poetry of sails whitening every seay 
and keels. vexing every shore, and national pride 
which would make us first on the ocean, draw 
from distant States the contributions of the farmer 
in sending abroad heavy products at great cost, 
while the fabricator of another country performs: 
his part in making the exchange with trivial ex- 
pense. 

The great cities of antiquity which are now no 
more seemed to have a te rary use as centers: 
of rude.society and nomadic races and for pro-. 
tection, but would domestic commerce and suit- 
able protection to our industry congregate hun- 
dreds of thousands:where the masses climb: in 
despair to garrets or go down to the death-danips 
ofeeliars, struggling like a pitcher of tamed Egyp- 
tian viperg,each to get the head above the other? 

Jefferson, who.saw our great cities at less than 
haif their present size, designated them as the 
‘* eye-sores on the body-politic.’’ To prefer for~ 
eign to domestic commerte is to decimate the: 
country and contribute to the colossal growth of 
the city, ing father than ameliorating the. 
miseries of = race, who catiee edhe ne in- 
a in the large cities as being in those larger 
primsne tothosout ‘* like cages to birds or pounds 


to i 

It is in the city supported by commerce that: 
crime abounds. ir government costs double: 
that of the same number of people in the coun 
‘and’since all who-can flee the city’s tainted air in: 
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the months of summer do so, thé claims of com- sissippi and the Merrimac; it being also demon- 


i 


merce for the part which it performs in building 
up the city cannot be regarded with favor onany 
theory of inorais, of advantage to the masses, or 
public economy. , 

‘There is a practical question for occupations, 
interests, and Jocaliues, and their immediate rep- 
resentatives will inquire what should we yield 
and whmt can we justly ask, 

i will enumerate some of the articles on which 
protection was sought to be afforded by the tariff 
of 1862. ‘They were tobacco, woolen manufac- 
tures, iron, and wool, These come in direct 
competition with our home industry. ‘ 

Tobacco was protected from twenty-five to 
thirty-five cents a pound, and in its production 
there is inveated from seventy-five to one hun- 
dred millions dollars;and it has since the rebellion 
advanced mnrice 35 per cent. 

Woolen cloth had an average protection of eigh- 
teen cents speetfic and thirty.cents ad valorem, and 
in its production there is invested $50,000,000. 
Goods during the last three years have appre- 
ciated 65 per cent. * 

Iron has an average protection of eighteen to 
twenty dollars per ton, and in its manufacture 
there is invested $50,000;000. Its advance in 
prise has been 100 per cent. within three years. 

Wool has protection in specific duty of from 
three to nine cents per pound, yet on an ad valo- 
rem tax, with a foreign valuation, three fourths 
of the importation paid only nine mills a pound. 
‘There is an investment of $100,000,000 in its pro- 
duction, and the price has appreciated less than 
40 per cent. since 1860. id 

Whatever other interests may ask, ibis plain 
that the Ameriean wool-grower, while more wool 
has the past year been brought into the country 
than has been raised at home, reccives next to no 
protecuon. The present tariff bill, such are the 
tricks of foreign trade, will furnish unequal pro-+ 
tection to this great interest. As we pads to the 
details | hope to see it improved. 

Passing toa more general discussion, I will say 
that the increase of spindles will augment the 
home production with proper encouragement; 
and no producer of food or wool or any fabri-+ 
cator of iron can desire to remove these home 
looms and spindles across the oceans That would 
necessitate his payment of freight, insurance, and 
commissions on his heavy productions, which 
would so much Jessen the value-of grain, wool, 
and iron exported. There is no party to war 
against the manufacturers. They ave honored 
their employment and placed themselves im the 
front rank as artisans, and established commuui- 


ues which commanded the praise of De Tocque-: 


ville, the philosopher, in this language: 

“ The civilization of New England has been like a ben- 
con lit upon a bill, which, after ithas diffused its warmth 
around, tinges the distant horizon with its glow.”’ 

Intelligent, travelers, however prepossessed in 
favor of foreign countries, can but concurin this: 

“Tn ne coantry in the world ure industrial, séctal, and 
educational advantages so equally diffused or so highly en- 
joyed as in our manufacturing States, In no land enjoy- 
ing centuries on the road of improvement is there the 
same proportion’ to the number of square miles of school- 
houses, churches, and printing offices. In no country in 
the world is intelligence so widely spread, or morality so 
general, or domestic comfort 80 univetsal.”’ 

A weil-earned preéminence, which would 
arouse none but a mind to jealousy, and 
may well stimulate newer communities and more 
remote from the seaboard to a generous rivalry. 
Every western farmer will prefer to make his ex- 
changes in New England te Old England, sparing 
himself the tolls of middle-men and the ocean 
transportation of heavy products. He is well 
aseured, too, that this protection will, at no late 
day, redound to his benefit in a newer lecality. 

Congentration, and the domestic economy of 
district, will be studied; and to-day itis learned 
that land, however rich, is dear to the oceupant 
if far removed from. cailroad, e he be a 
gold-hunter or contentewish semi OUus S0O- 
ciety. » 

in this age of steam the law of the movement 
of manufactures is toward the coal-measures, and 
since the once strong free-trade party’ is.power- 
leas and railroad communication is se well estab- 
Llished that the East and the West have formed 
intimate business relations, and a national cur- 


rency will tend te a uniform intoreat on the Mis-, 
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strated that in the new States where the raw mate- | 
rialis foand and numerous consumers that fuel and | 
food are cheaper by from thirty to fifty. per —_ 
than in the older States, for notalong period shall 
we wait for the presence and benefits of numerous | 
manufactures. | 

This tariff bill, in the main, looks toa.stable | 
policy; it will quiet the fears of the timid capital- 
ist, while from actual observation and the figures 
of the census we shall not be slow in demonstrat-* 
ing thatequal longevity and comfort may Ife found 
toward the setting sun, where the star of empire 
takes its way. " 

The war prices of cotton goods have again 
brought into use the wheels and the loom, and as 
if by magic the factories are springing up which 
will give an exchange of wool for cloth, thus spar- 
ing our people the heavy burdens of transporta- 
lion, commissions, and insurance, and cheapen- , 
ing to the masses the price of fabrics. Thatglow 
is a weleome-light in our horizon, and the more 
welcome as it promises to illumine and enliven 
the solitudes of the water-fall and ex haustless coal- 
beds, diverting aur people from the wasting of 
their lands as wheat exporters to efforts at home 
production, that the deputed exchangers by the 
ocean may not be our masters; that enterprise and 
capital from the manufaeturing States and swel- 
tering crowds from the cities may find employ- 
ment and wealth by the side ef the producer. 
More mills and good profits should be the motto 
of this Congress. 

Natural laws and the benefit of all parties re- 
quire such an increase, making protection to our 
industry not dependent upon a patty or upon the 
representatives of a locality, but upon a well- 
understood national policy. 

In advance, for one 1 am prepared to advocate a 
gradual increase of duties which shall look toa pro- 
hibition of such artieles as are made from our raw 
material, which are readily produced here; and 
since for the present we must impert merchandise 
or men, let us bring the men to our shores, and 
make those now poorly clothed and fed operatives 
in the mill producers in the field «and consumers, 
the value of whose presence may be estimated by 
the well-considered statement that the immigra- 
tion for the last decade was two-and a half mil- 
lion people, who brought with them in coin 
$100,000 ,000, and whose labor added to the na- 
tional wealth notiess than $1,500,000,000. With 
thé alternative presented to the distant farming 
communities of the North west of sending at their 
own cost heavy products to Europe and making 
there their exchanges or inviting laborers where.|| 
their toil can be lightened and food cheapened 
and pay increased, there can be but one yational 
choice... vv iw too, 

In the Old World population and poverty have 
been synonymous, while here population is 
wealth, and more emphatically in the new States 
where but ten personsare found to a square mile, 
and nota hundred and fifty, as in Massachusetts, 
where population is not too much-crowded for 
social comfort and prosperity. 

A high tariff will establish our manufacturing 
interest on a permanent basis, and until the ca- 
pacity of rome looms is equal to our wants the 
revenue on goods imported will be considerable, 
and higher wages paid here than in Europe, and 
a less demand for foreign fabrics will stimulate 
emigration, and bring about that to which good 
policy looks, a national comnmiunity of interests 
and a cheapening of exchanges. 

We have not hitherto been one. The South 
clamored for free trade and a transfer of the wealth 

The great West 
grow grain for the world, and 1 do not 
that heater made a plea for the maou- 

facturing interests. Hi furnishes no such | 
record of success as ours, wherebya sparse pop-. 


by commerce to her own ports. 
aspired to, 
remember 


pires? They have paid:$40,000,0000ut of every 
00,000,000 to get their grain to a market, The 
om defed.she God of nature, who does. not ale 
low the properties which secure a wheat crop to 
abide indefintely Without compensation three 
is thet of the soil’s endurance of ex- 
Rare Ww,» ; + wn in BENE LA 
Since the.Jearning of this dear lesson thecham- 
pions of .the-wheat are not the farmers, but the 
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free-traders, the brokers, and ship-masters, who 
have a direct interest in extending that hallucina- 
tion, that our new States to be rich must aspire 
to feed the world. Correcting this erroneous pol- 
icy there has been a concentration of grasses and 
corn into well-fattened animals for export which 
has brought a fair return. Even in this the pro- 
ducer has a fifty per cent. of the value of his farm 
to the exchangers, while the foreign manufacturer 
has been taxed less than two per cent. to bring 
his light expensive fubries to us. To spare the 
soil and escape the burdens of transportation on 
heavy articles to a distant market, manufacturing 
and wool-growing are engrossing more of the at- 
tention of our farmers, and these occupations 
will have their place in the front rank from con- 
siderations of local adaptation and te laws of trade 
which the intelligent agriculturalist will not over- 
look, With these economical facts:in mind the 
once advocate of free trade and lukewarm friend 
of home manufactures becomes a convert to the 
policy of concentration as a great national idea, 
and to such protection for skilled labor that jit 
may flourish near to us and indirectly bring us 
revenue and people from the Old World. 

Let me say, without offense to other sections 
| trust, that the prairie States of the West are thé 
proper home of the flock; a fact which furnishes 
a potential reason why this interest may at least 
ask indirect protection. Fe 

It is there that the animal attains to,its highest 
perfection, and, regarding outlay and labor, prom- 
ises {he largest retarns. Every true American 
was proud of the high standing attained by our 
‘*bloods’’ at the world’s sheep ‘exhibition at 
Hamburg, in 1863, when on a second. trial, as on 
the first, American merinos, for beauty of form, 
strength of constitution, weight and quality of 
fleece, secured the award of premiums over the 
first of European flocks,which had been bred with 

rineely care and skill in varying climes for a 
f century, and in attestation to their superior- 
ity were purchased at almost fabulous cost by: 
rival exhibitors to lay the foundation of Amer- 
ican. steck, being held-in the highest repute of 
any on the globe. . 

The commentary on our policy was far from 
being. complimentary when, our estimate of the 
‘‘ golden-hoofed”® animal was determined by the 
comparatively few flockskept on our rich and wide 
domain. It was shown‘ that France, with a stock 
far inferior to oursyand with a erewded popu- 
lation, on a territory not Jarger than the States 
of Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and lowa, 
folds eight million more slieep than alt the United 
States, and in addition maintains three hundred 
people to the ete mile, while these States,’ 
with one fifth of the number of flocks, have only 
one twentieth of the population, Great Britain, 
too, with an arca little larger than the States of 
Illinois and Missouri, has several millions more 
than all in North Agerica; having not less ‘than a 
sheep to each’ are, exclusive of mountain and 
forest. The damaging comparison is this, that the 
best clothed people in the world have buttwenty- 
five’ million sheep, giving the range of one hun- 
dred acres to each, and are submitting to a drain 
of their country of gold by importing one hundred 
million pounds of wool and cloth, an amount 
equal to our entire’‘home production. 

Can it for a moment be doubted which is the 
true polieyy that of the crowded States of Europe 
augmenting their flocks, or that of our Govern- 
ment refusing to yield protection to wool, which 
neglect was followed by adecreasein the flocks dur- 
ing the last decade in allthe New England States 
save Maine, and in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
York, New Jersey, Maryland, Lilinois,and Lndi- 
ana? igher prices and a more rational pelicy 
has arrested this decline, and it becomes the A mer- 
ican economist.and legislator to look forward to 
that day when we shall not only produce all the 
wool required for home constmption, but export 
a light product with little toilythe raising of which 
enriches the soil rather than those heavy products 
that crush the laborer and tend.to impoverish the 





What a domain is ours awaiting, settlement! 
Not in the world is there. spread out such beauty 
of surface and richness rendered attractive 
by diversity of climate and the-promise of health. 
to the-Jandless of all nationalities, embracing a 














for the animal-races and soil for the growth of 
cereals and the culture of the vine which distin- 
uishes the country between St. Petersburg and 
onstantinople, within which extremes of lati- 
tude are concentrated so jarge a proportion of the 
enterprise, wealth, and happiness of civilized 
society. we 

Our natural advantages are preéminent, and no 
political economist can justify the policy of such 
a country as ours, richer in grasses than Assyria 
or Andalusia, with hundreds of millions of acres 
unoceupied, stretching fromthe upper Mississippi 
to the Rio Grande, in the annual average importa- 
tion of 75,000,000 pounds of woel, and cloth to the 
value of $15,000,000. The fact is suggestive of 
our dependence, and awakens the inquiry, how 
can we change that balance-shect Which slows 
our imports for twelye months to be more than 
$100,000,000 in excess of our exports?) True pa- 
triotism will createa demand only for home-made 
fabrics, and when a policy of national independ- 
ence is aroused our. native resources will be de- 
veloped as an astonishment to the world, to sliow 
that the new State of lowa alone has greater min- 
eral wealth than Great Britain, and annually pro- 
duces a sufficiency of grass whiclMsunclipped and 
left to be consumed by autumnal fires, to feed all 
the flocks of the United States. 

This is the argument. It will be for the ad- 
vantage of the producer of the cereals to be spared 
the heavy tax of transportation, which can be 
done by the extension of our home manufactures; 
and it will be proved more for the grain-grower’s 
interests still when Capital shall pass to the new 
States, where food is cheap, motive-power abund- 
ant, and to which -population may be attracted. 
Then will follow the enhancement of the value of 
grain, avimals, and wool, by so much as the pro- 

ucer in the West now pays in freight, exchange, 
and commissions. ’ - 
- These considerations justify a policy of protéc 
tion to manufactures of iron, cotton,and woolen 
goods. The revenue derived from imports and 
the elevation of American labor will give further 
assurance of the continuance of the protective pol- 
icy. . Here, | ask, has the farmer, brought into di- 
rect ene with the preducer of grain, meat, 
and wool the same claim to protection as the man- 
ufacturer of clothand iron? It is as plain as any 
deranstration by figures that since more than three 
fourths of ourimported wool paid a duty ofanly 
nine mills a pound, that the tariff of 1 did not 
afford adequate protection, being rather a dis- 
crimination againsta great interest. | haveshown 
that good policy willencourage the home fabrica- 
ting of the goods necessary for our population; 
that the motive-power is at hand; that the skill of 
our artisans is unrivaled, and that to furnish near 
consumers.of our textile staples is a question of 
pecuniary contern to ouragriculturisis. 

It is conceded that the manufacturing commu- 
nities. of laborers in intelligence, patriotism, and 
morality have reflected honor on the national 
character. Can less be said of the rural people 
of the new States? When have they been found 
wanting in the time of national conflict and peril? 
Never. Their simplicity of life. has developed 
the sternest virtue; the integrity and courage of 
intelligent freemen, illustrated by the revolution- 
ary fathers when ; 

“They left the sep in the mol 

The flocks and herds whihout « folds? 

The sickle in the unshorn grain, 

The corn half garnered on the plain,”® 
as examples to their children, who, with heroic 
sacrifices, in these years of rebellion have, as ag- 
riculturists, perpetuated the fame of their fathers 
by. promptness of ehlistment and sturdy vator, 
which properly moves the legislator to devise for 
the most profitable culture of the untilled and de- 
serted farm; for the maimed returning soldiers, 
and the orphans incapable of severe labor, yet 
competent to watch the flock and besto 
little attentions which are indispensable to suc- 
cessful sheep husbandry. 42 cubs S94 
» Where shall we find and how: shall: we econo~ 
mize labor. is a problem voteasily solved in:the 
rural distriefs., [I cannot forget the sacrifices of 
the people.of my own State, where few dwell in 
cities or thrive. by commerce or contracts. lowa 
furnished ten thousand soldiers in excess of al} 
calls by the Government, and then in the warmth 
of hee patriotism made a proffer of ten thousand 
men ad for temporary service, draining 
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their laborers. 

If it be said of their achievements in campaigns 
and battles that they have seemingly eclijsed 
those of troops bred to othergpursuits, it will not 
be attributed to superior courage or patriotism, 
but to muscular development and’capacity for en 
durance which distinguishes a rural population; 
and I shall not waste time in anegr that such a 
people should be encouraged in their employ- 
ments; that they have a right to protection equal 
to any class of our citizens. None of our opera- 
tives are brought to the condition of the pauper 
laborer,of Europe; and can Government reason- 
ably ask the flock-master, wounded in our battles, 
returhing home to his farm, a man of education, 
teeting the responsibilities of a citizenand the 
head of a family, to:compete with nomads, the’ 
half clothed tribes of South America and South 
Africa who sleep in huts, subsist’ on tropical 
fruits, contributing nothing to social order and 
the stability of government, races who now flood 
our markets with wool? ; 

These pioneer farmers: have entered upon the 
least-favored and poorest-requitéd labor of Amer- 
ican citizens; yet the vanguard of:civilization, rev 
claiming States from the savages, and by reason 
of their remoteness from market, as the rule; have 
left little else as a heritage to their children than 
lands on the frontier without ‘a cash value, and 
the stern virtues of a people whose daughters are 
to-day supplying the places of their brothers-in- 


arms, dropping the corn in the furrows, vying in 


patriotism with the youth in our universities and 
colleges, who have, as one»man, professors and 


students, suspended the scanning of Virgil to scan 


our murderous foe; dropped their Euclid with 
problems unsolved, donning the soldier’s uniform 
and seizing the gun _to solve the bloody problem 
of war. 

it is not enough that such men carry victori- 
ous banners, and that their place is»assured in 
the hearts of a grateful people by the records of 
history, song, and traditional heroism. Govern- 
ment should recognize their:service to the nation 
in the midst of its perils, confer honor upon in- 
dustry by furnishing protection to those in States 
remote from the marts of trade, who, while com- 


| peting»with the labor of squalid hirelings, offens- 


ive barbarians, and Australian convicts, in cli- 
mates which never produce men, are converting 
into wool and food that which, foranknowncen- 
turies, has gone to’ waste andbeen swept by fires, 
thus directly. opening the route for that railway 
which is.te join with bonds of iron the golden 
gateof the Pacific, the rich quartz mihes ofthe 
‘Ferritories, the prairie farms, the forges of the 
mountains, and factories by the eastern shore. 
As legislators, that blending of sympathies be- 
comes us-which is found among our soldiers 
when they forget their State and locality in devo~ 
tion to the common cause... Let, then, the weak- 
ést in numerical strength have just consideration. 
Let the: poorest requited and honorable industry 
have protection, and every rural scene will have 
a well-bred flock in the foreground. Give incipi- 
ent art encouragethent, and if eventually enter- 
prise and capital do not distribute :their blessings 
in the West generously, as nature does the sun- 
shine and the rain, we will forget localities, to 
devise for and rejoice in general prosperity, ahd 
cherish the regard for each other of a Joseph and 
a Benjamin, though one was reared in Egypt and 
the other in Canaan; and, until an honora eace 
is attained for our bleeding country, we will war 
upon the enemies of liberty in the name of God: 
 Still'as the breeze but dreadful as the storm.’’ 

Mr. WARD.: Mr. Chairman, the importance 
of proper tax and tariff bills is evident. ~The 
present financial condition of the country invites 
our earnest attention, and every effort should be 
made to maintain the public credit. A fanda- 
mental error was long ago committed in enacting 
the system-of ‘legal tender; and the earnest con- 
victions of many who knew better than to depart 
from truth and reality have been changed into 
faint seruples and then entirely overcome. The 
spectral doctrine that we can make nioney by 
printing it has superseded the dissolving views of 


‘specie payments; and the effect of all the redun- 


\ y of paper is that $100 in gold will buy na- 
tional securities to the amount of $190. This is 
the deliberate estintate placed upon our system, 
our credit, our hong, und the policy we are pur- 
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suing by the capitalists of our own country and of 
the world. a 

I speak. of things as they are. The naticnal 
debt is increasing, and will continue to increase. 
We can judge of the future in no better Way than 
by the experience of the past;,and if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has. hitherto, when the pre- 
vailing temper of the people has naturally been 
more sanguine and enthusiastic than it will be 
hereafier, fuand himself unable to place any larger 
proportion of the public debt in the shape of per- 
manent loans, it is impossible to'avoid the dark- 
est forebodings as to the future. Every day the 
war continues we grow poorer and poorer; the 
most vigorous and energetic portion of our peo- 
ple, those who are best capable of productive ta- 
bor, are transferred from the fields of ordinary 
industry to the work of mutual destruction, and 
their number is diminished toan extent which al- 
ready has fearful results upon the actual income 
of the nation, 

We must treat the public debt as something to 
be actually paid. We must treble our revenue by 
a well-considered system of taxation, pressing as 
lightly as possible upon the working and produ- 
cing classes, and we must cease to inflate the cur- 
reucy by fictitious values. There isno subject of 
more essential and permanent importance to the 
people than this-collective indebtednéss. One dol- 
lar raised by taxation is, as has been said by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of more real value to 
the country than two made as money is now sup- 
posed to be made, and the tariff should be so ar- 
ranged as to yield the largest possible revenue to 
the country with the least possible inconvenience 
to the people. 

When the war is over, and the enthusiasm and 
passion it has created and kept alive have sub- 
sided, the monument of debt will remain. It can- 
not be obliterated by brave words and patriotic 
apostrophes. ‘Phe public creditor will demand 
that the mortgage he holds upon the bones and 
sinews of the producing population shall be sat- 
isfied tothe last fraction. Our legislation, there- 
fore, should tend -to no inflation'of prices We 
should make our money go as far as we cun, by 
no méans creating artificial values and incurring 
liabilities to be ped When the curreney will be 
measured by a different standard. 

For my own part I do not believe it is now 
possible to end this war without havitig incurred 
a debt ofat least $4,000 000,000, Outex penses are 
indveusing with the rise of prices and the increased 
neééssity’of more vigorous exertions, Underthe 
policy we have adopted no spiritof reunion with 
us exists in <hé southern confederacy.’ Some of 
its people—fiany of themi—desire peace, but ag 
was remarked by the honorable member from 
Maryland, on the other side of the House, during 
the present session, who knows them well, it is 
not peace and union but peave and disunion. 
They desire peace, but only with vietory and tri- 
umph for themselves and defeat of our forces. 
Under these circumstances it is impossible to fore- 
see how long the war will continue or what will 
be its ultimate cost in money or itt mén; but, in 
my judgment, the debt we shall ineur cannot be 
less than $4,000,000,000, and may be far more. 

I take it for granted that, under the policy of the 
Administration, we are engaged in a Wart of‘sub- 
jugation, and | assume, for the purpose of this 
argument, that the party at present in power will 
realize its wishes, will conquer and forcibly rev- 
olutionize, by external force, the whole poli 
social, and industrial system of the South, in di- 
rect opposition to the opinions, or, if we choose 
so to call them, the prejudices, most cherished by 
them—forming their habits,and the basis of their 
thoughts and sentiments. 

Lewus caleulate the cost of retaining the fruits 
of the victories we have yet to gain. emay be 
sure that we cannot compel a population number- 
ing eight millions, and equaling ourselves im eour- 
age, determination, and all the essential elements 
of military character and power, to sabmit tothe 
absolute control of our Government unless we 
have a standing army of at least three hundred 
thousand men. At sea we shalbneed a force quite 
as powerful as at present.” Our civil list will be 
increased by the large number of officials neces- 
sary to collect the additional revenue required for 
the supportof the Army and Navy.’ 1 endeavor to 
estitiate, on the most moderate ‘basis, the amount 
of our expenditare when such 4 peace a8 is sought 
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by the majority of this House shall be attained, 


e shall need Annually, at least, for— 


Phe War Departments se cseiedevevevese secs $20,000,000 | 


The Navy Department... «+ podesprevoreenes h 
Interest on public debt, of say 83,000,000,000, 
Civil list, coflection of revenue, foreign Inter- 


course, and miscéfaneous ..,...4...... e036 40,000,000 
Interior, pensions, Indians, &8.,.44......... 25,000,000 
Total ..cscoccevsouvens CO ORRO ROO ee Rete owes $645 ,006 ,000 


————————_—_— 

If the South should. willingly retarn to the 
Union we shall, at least, need an army of a hun- 
dred thousand men. Taking his, estimate and. 
reducing the cost of the War Department by two 
et remain the necessity fora 
000, to be paid by taxation 


thirds, there will 
revenue of $450, 
and duties. 

As England isthe only country. onthe. globe 


which is cursed with so large a national debt as 


we shall incur before the war is ended, compari- 
sons are often made with her as to ability.to, pay 
the principal and endure the interest. hat are 
the facta? The real and personal property ofthe 
British Isles is stated tebe $32,000,000,000. The 


value of the property, both real and. personal, 


in the States of the Union which are supposed 
te adhere to the national Government is about 
1,000,000,000, and that of the free States is 
ittle more than $9,000,000,000. By this it ap- 
pears that Great Britain has three times as much 
roperty as the United States, and therefore has, 
in this respect, three times.as much ability to pay 
her debt. Ultumately as our country is.developed 
and our popuiation augmented, the relative posi- 
tion will be changed, but the disparity in our pres- 
ent resources. is even greater than this. The 
wealth of Great Britainis largely in manufactures 
and commerce, easily convertible into money and 
paying large revenue upon the investment. That 
of the United States is principally in land and in 
agriculture which is not easily. convertible into 
money, and which pays but a smaii percent. upon 
theinvestment. Great Britain has immense colo- 
nies in all parts of tife world, whose wealth and 
productive industry, through the mediam of her 
commerce and manufactures, contribute to her 
prosperity. Lf peace should now be made it would 
three umes more difficult for. the United, States 
to pay thein debt than for Great Britain, whose 
statesmen and pennies in consequence of the vast 
magnitude of the obligation, never expect to dis- 
charge its. principal. 

Now, sir, Jetus look at the interest of the re- 
spective debts. That of England is,from three 
to three and.a half, that of the United States 
from five to.seven per cent. The interest of our 
debt, estimating it at even $3,000,000,000, will, be, 
$180,000,000, while the interest qm the British 
debt is $140,000,000; in other words $180,000 ,000 
interest money will have to be collected off our 
$11,000,000,000 of property, while England only 
collects $140,000,000 from her $32,000,000,000 of 
property. The burden of our interest will there+ 
fore be three times as great as that of Great Britain, 
whose debt in this comparison with ours appears 
light. For generations to, come the laboring men 
of the United States must labor for several hours 
more per day. They must stint themselves and 
their families in necessary comforts, not to apeak 
of accustomed and almost necessary luxuries, in 
order to repair the results of this deplorable 
war. 

1 have mentioned these facts because it has been 
too common upon the floor of this House to exag-. 

' gerate the manufacturing, agricultural, and com- 
mercial resources of the country, so far as re- 
gards their ability to, bear taxation with the 
present population, after the vast destruction 
which the war hae .produced ameng, the. most 
valuable classes of our produgers, Lknow the 
ultimate magnitude of our resources, but no time 
and wise friend of his country.can apeak of our 
appalling debi as if it were an affair. of trifling 
moment, and could be discharged ag, readily as 
it has been and yet continues to be created, 1 
believe there is a disposition on the part of the 
people to sustain the Government in, this war 
and to bear the just burdens whieh result. from 
fie spies Teoma oe a 

ion put down, and. 
of self-government should be successful ved. 


00 | 
150,000,000 








put down the rebellion this Republic will cease to 
occupy its proper position among the nations of 
the world. 

L believe, Mr. Chairman, that the city of New 
York is willing to perce to any just tariff to meet 
the exigencies of country. But all the com- 
munications that I have received on the subject 
are to the effect that the tariff should be for reve- 
nue and not probibitory. In the tax bill I noticed 
some peculiar features. im the imposition of taxes 
where taxation was injudicious. -It passed from 
one extreme to avother; from a disposition to tax 
lightly it rushed to inordinate and indiscrimina- 
ting, taxation. The same caurse also has been 
pursued in reference to this tariff bill. 

1 pass. now to the consideration of anne res- 
olution in reference tothe tariff which passed 
Congress sometime since. | suppose thatscarcely 
ever has such a spectacle been exhibited in any 
legislative bosly so free and so well disposed as 
this. The joint resolution raised the tariff fifty 
per cent. uponall articles, without regard to what 
effects it might produce, whom it might injure, 
or what it might prohibit. Some articles would 
bear the increased taxation and others would not; 
yet this was a tariff to continue only for sixty 
days, and included goods in bonded warehouse 
and on shipboard. What is the effect of it upon 
goods.on hand? Theve are large firms which, 
upon the first intimation that congressional action 
was expected, probably took from the custom- 
house merchandise of the value of millions and 
millions of dollars. They at once put up the 
price of these sat rates asemnataetinng to this 
new tariff of fifty per cent., although they paid 
no portion of the inerease; while others, of smaller 
pecuniary means, being unable to remove their 
property from the warehouses upon such a brief 
notice, were compelled to pay the additional duty. 
Goods on shipboard were also subject to this.in- 
crease. There is no equality or justice in such 
hasty action. 

L object on behalf of the great interests I repre- 
sent to this kind of abrupt, unstable, and tem- 
perary legisiation. It creates a feeling of danger 
and insecurity exceedingly. prejudicial to the 
public welfare. Impose a tariff tairand just, im- 
pose taxes which ave liberal, and my constitu- 
ents will submit.to them cheerfully; hat: |, 
ask for them is that.they shall not be subject to 
fluctuations in legislation which shail break up 
and destroy their trade. ; r) 

My statements may be illusteated by reference 
to our action on the:subject of taxing liquors on 
hand, a subject which is very familiar to this 
House. A tax of forty cents was imposed. upon 
whisky on hand, and in conformity with the gen- 
eval tenor of these measures my proposal in this 
House to exempt foreign liquors which were in 
bonded» warehouses or on shipboard in transitu 
to this country was defeated. The bill passed 
the House, went to the Senate, passed that body 
in anamended form, came back, and was returned 
to the Senate again. The Senate finally reeeded 
from their amendments to which we had dis- 
agreed, thus striking off the tax on domestic 
whisky on-hand, but-leaying*it to operate upon 
umported liquors. nee | merchants 
were compelled. to pay a duty or tax of forty cents 
per gallon on foreign liquors on hand. 

_ di think few enactments can be more likely. to 
alienate important interestsifrom the support of 
the constituted autiorities than this system of 
legislation and taxation, No Government can 
afford to destroy or weaken the friendship of 


‘these who propose to support it, and who intend 


to supportithonestly, fairly, justly, and liberally. 
The measures to which I have referred were no 
sooner than a discontented feeling was 
created. And now to-day that tax of forty centa 
on foreign liquors on hand is charged to the im- 
pane Been York, while ae none a 
quors. mestic manufacture. opposed 

inst the imposidon of any tax on stock 
on. I believe it. would have been far better 
for the Government if the House had, when the 


man- 
» but leavi on hand untouched. 
e should have realized a larger revenue, for ' 


The revolt tg an attempt on the part of the few. |) should.not have lost two months during. 
to create 8 nee enna Aen eee —— oe 
pana to the Government; and if wecannot || 1 have seldom. thought proper to quote in thie 


House from articles published in the newspapers. : 
I will, however, read an extract from an article 

blished in one of the most sound, impartial, re- 
iable journals in this country, entirely in con- 


formity with my own views. 
tariff resolution it says 

“ The suddenness and absoluteness of this sixty days’ 

tariff sayors oy po ees —— ——— — ) 

than the acts of re ves of a free people. t 

least consideration is shown for the convenience of trad- , 
ers, although they are the to whom the Govern- 
ment has to look for its support. ‘The contracts of 
importers are totally ed, and they are treated as 
they had no other pess than to pay the levies 
itrary enactments. Such conduct tends to convulse 
and paralyze legitimate business; it on the supposi- 
tion that merchants have no interests that ought to be re- 
spected by the Government, and that they are bound to 
submit to e whim and ongeee of an arbitrary power 
without watlttig or redress. here is no Government in 
that, in these days, would be found guity of 
such discourtesy and injustice toward foreign band 
the large class of domestic merchants whose interests are 
interwoven with foreign commerce. Such legislation is 
producing the most serious alarm among commercial men, 
and weaning their affections from a Government which 
they have proudly esteemed.as the truest protector of com- 


merce, because the wed representative of the ple, in 
whom ail the interests of commerce are invested.” . 


It will be seeli- that there is a great deal of 

truth and force in the article. Now, all lask of 
the House is to so-adjust the tariff duties as te 
do justice to my region as well. as to others. I 
am willing you should tax liberally, but to what- 
ever extent you prohibit or prevent the impor- 
tation of foreign — to that extent you dimin- 
ish the power of the foreigner to purchase the, 
produce of this country. e injure ourselves 
when we injure the foreign laborer. Iam will- 
ing that the tariff shall be largely increased on 
many articles; but | ask that you shall not tax 
silidied on hand, and that you shall not by these 
sudden and violent changes. affect the great in- 
tarests of the country disastrously. ‘ 
-b trust’ before this session closes the House 
will correet much of its past legislation. If you 
do that, you-will appeal powerfully to the support. 
ofthe people of my section. The interestsaffected 
are too great to be treated hastily with imma- 
ture or hostile consideration. Let us not make 
rash experiments where so much of the welfare 
of our country is at stake. We passed a measure 
catled the gold bill because honorable members 
alleged this would put down the price of gold; but 
it omeht to have been evident to every member of 
this House. that sale of $11,000,000. would 
not reduce the relative value of the precious metal, 
The steady increase in. price is caused by: the 
inflation of the currency, and until that is dimin- 
ished the price cannot be permanently reduced. 
The ree ae 9 - oy = go moe 
upon the passage o go , but continued 
ye up, cob teeiataas that to-day it is over 
ninety cent, premium. ? 

The House took an alarm, and we sought by 
jegislation to do that which no nation in the world 
has ever accomplished, to reduce. the price of 
gold by legislation. But as gold continued to in- 
erease steadily, a sort of panic was created in the 
House, and the cry was, ‘* Tariff! tariff! tariff!” 
“Tax! tax! tax!’’ This has been done indis- 
criminately. 1 ask the House to deliberate upon 
these questions, affecting, as they do, all the in- 
terests of the country. I trust that-we shall not 
permit ourselves to commitinjustice because gold 
may have gone upor down. Calmand deliberate 
legislation is absolutely needed ‘in an emergency 
like this. I ask that we sWall not legislate ‘hastily 
or intemperately on any subject. But.as men 
comprehending the great issue before the coun- 
try and ee stake involved in the gigantic 
war on our hands, we should consider measures 
carefully in albtheir aspects, and endeavor to raise 
as large a revenue as possible with the least in- 


justice to interest. i 
: Ne by a judicious system of 


n speaking of this 


iettaes = db dati i 

revenue a uties on imports we 
shall be able uknedeuiacs 8 sufficient revenue 
to meet the exigencies of the country. But we 


shall certainly gain nothing by such a course of 
legislation as cites peeniddpe the: last sixty 
days. Every member who will reflect one mo- 


errno j nee eee 
us to than hasty to 


| examine and weigh 
what are to be its results and effects. In 
) the House in. 


behalf of the city w 
Lappeal to them in behalf of a city equal 
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